ПОТ 


- 0001 


ІМТ Nuremberg Archives 


H — 136 


International Court of Justice 





(| 


H0136 — 0002 


Shh Р s 
ЄЛ ГО Pe 





20 MayeM-JF-2-1 H0136 —0003 


Q In 1941, the American Secretary of War, Mr. Stimson, with the aid of 
Mr. Knox, Mr. Forrestal, and Mr, Hull aad repeatedly that the United States 
fleet should be used to safeguard British transport of war material to Great 
Britain. That was done in a public speech. At the close of July, 1941, 
Secretary of the Navy Knox gave an interview for the purposes of the press, and 
informed them of the order to shoot at German ships. 

How did Hitler and you react to these actions, which were contrary to 
neutrality? 

A Your facts are correct. Hitler did subsequently express the order 
that under no circumstances wuld we on our part be allowed to fire. Later on, 
with the episodes involving two destroyers, this situatio 

DR. HORN: Thank you very much. I have no further 

THE MARSHAL: Your Honor, the report is made that Defondant 
absent this morning. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 
Q Defendant, you had road at the time of its publication the book by 


Captain Schustler, "The Fight of the Navy Against Versailles", had you not? 


Q £ > is on ra go ^cument 
Book 10, 

Captain. Schustlor had told you that he wasroing to write 
he not? 

Yes. And I might add that this book was written because v 
Navy were part of tho National Socialist protram and һа been accused that after 
З we had notdone enough to strengthen the navy. That is why all these 

matters were mentioned in that booke 


Q And the book was circulate? among senior officers in t 


Yes; at any rate, everyone who wanted it could have 
Q Now, would you just turn to Page 127, or to Page 27 of the English 
Book, which givesthe preface? You will see at the end of the first progranh 
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that it says, It is to give a reliable pitture of the fight of the navy against 


the unbearable reguh tions of the Peace Treaty of Versailles, 


Q And in the third paragraph, it says, It must also distinguish more 
clearly the services of these men whos without being known in wide circles, 
applied themselves with extraordinary zealand responsibility to the service 
of the fight against the peace treaty. 

A Yese 

Q Will you agree, defendant, that that preface represents generally 
that actually few in the navy fought with regard to invading tho prc 
the Treaty of Versailles? 

That is the circumvention of the Versailles Treaty as far 
necessary to improve our defenses, which I explained during the rece 
heroe It was a matter of honor for every man tc do it, 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL. FIFE: It is Page 28, 
сору» 

BY SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 

Q It gives a summary of contents. You sec, 

The first section deals with the first defensive actions a rai 
of the Treaty of Versailles, and then enumerates what 


second is independent armament 


and legislative 


training at Kiel, were you r 
A Inspector of the tra ning or education systeme 
Q You were a&od whether you wore inspector of training. The answer wis 
s Wasit not? 
An inspector of training, are you telling the Tribunal that you did not 
have a very complete knowledge of the weapons available for your service? 


A 4s I explained to you a fow days ago, there were orders for the 


transfer of guns from the North Soa to the Baltic, all of which was dono by a 
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special command, which in turn was directly under the ordersof the eommander 
of the navy. Among us there was Lieutenant Raenkel, 
deal with all matters concerning guns. I myself was 

Q Take the next period from 1923to 1927. From 1925 to 1928, you were 
Chief der Marine Station der Ostscc, were you not? 

A Ye Se 

Q Are you telling the Tribunal that you did not know about the 
independent armement measures taken behind the back of the Reich government? 

A No; I had nothing to do with these affairs. I had already said 
that was done by another commande 

Q I am aking you whether you are saying that you did not know about 
theme You knew all about theme 

A I had general knowledge that such measures were 

Q Now, take the next number, 3, Planned armament w rks tolerated by 
the Reichskabinet, but behind the back of the legislative 
legislative bodies would be the Reichstag and the 

A Yese But I already said the other day tha 2s not a matter for 
the military supreme commander to discuss matters wi | the Reichstage This 
was something for the government to do Mr, Severing will tostify 


Q We will hear Wr, Severine when he comes. 


to tellthe Tribunal this -- 


(Interposing Yes, I have s 


Q I have not/finished my question ; What did you say to Captain 
Schustler? Did you tcll hin was giving an entirely false picture in 
suggesting that the navy had anything to do with going behind tho back of the 
Reichstag? Did you make any effort to correct what Captain Schustler was 
Saying? 

No, I did not correct his book. I had not time for that. 

Q Now, just before we come to Noe 4, if you willlook at this passage, 
it will be helpful. 

My Lord, it is m ge 32 of the English book, and Page 186 of your book. 

of Captain Schustler's description of Section 2 doslinc with 
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economic rearmament, and it comes under the heading, 
Conditions", 
Do you see that? It is the heading, 
Yes. 


Q Would you just look at the last part of that? Now, I want it quite 


clear, defendant, this is dealing with the period from 1923 to 1928, before you 


were head of the Моту; so I wnt to ask you about it. There were often many 
external difficulties besides these for Lohmann's company for Tebck -- the 
consummate task and amount of wrk, the distance from the navy command staff, 

the impossibility of settling any questions even of minor importance by 
telephone, and the necessity of avoiding i апу written correspondence, 
апа of carrying it out in any case as dis; 2d co spondence with false 

names and disguised expressio 


Did you not know that 


No; I hardly knew > about the Tebck, 
it applied to But I would 
like that, because at that time the attitude a large portion the German 
people wasunreliable. There w^s 
out. And apart from that, the 
Q iow, would you kindly 1 
the English Book, and just look apt»in Schustler's d 
period, 
The armament was under tho leadership of the Reich cabinet, 
to the period of restricti 
Do you agree that Captin Sc) tler was giving nn accurato 


nethods from 1933 to 


sovernment in camouflaged ports, 
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May I please see which page this is on? I haven't quite seen it. 
In nearly all spheres of armament the navy wa 
correcte 
That's what I put to you; is that right? 
No, it's not right. Мө haven't built a as we could 
as І have explained repeatedly, =- 
You've explained that. 


--Violstions were-- 


Q Really, we do know the position of your 


: : " А T s m 
You've given that explanation апа s a matter of discussion whether it s 


1 


of any value. I am not going to argue with you. I am asking you this 
question: Are you sayihg that the admira of 3 orical section are 
wrong in that sentence that I read out to you? 
Yes, i em stating that. 
Q I see. Well, now let's pa ( 2 Tribunal will judge that -- 
to the statement of Admiral. Assmann, It goes on: 
other sphere on the 
difficult circumstances 


submarine arm. The Treaty of Versa 


been in force a few months (since the 10th 


already violated in this point," 


reason why 


their services to meintian the technique о ubmarines 
out that has nothing 
matters. At that time I worked 
well, how are you able to be so ¢onfide oday that Admiral 
Assman is wrong? I thought yousaid that he was a good historian. You 
needn't go back very f: You only 


in, too, can make mistakes his documentation 
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You say quite in detail the first paragraph is about Japan, 
wronz about the submarine construction. 


Q let's just see how far he was wrong. We needn't go into 


the first paragraph which deals with shipbuilding for Yapan, but take the 


second lines 
"In 1922 ==! 
Do you see the paragraph which begins "In 1922 three German 


. 7 9 ss 


shipbuilding yards founded a German U-boat Construction Bureau in Holland 


£ 


۹ 


under a Dutch covering name with 25-ut thirty engineers and builders. 
In 1925 a Dutch shipbuilding yard built two 500-ton U-boats for Turkey on 
vhich enjoyed the financial and person?l support 
of the Naval Command. In the solution of this question, too, Captain 
Lohmann was concerned decisively," 
is that rig! 
EE 
All that 


.G'1l not argue that, but it s right anyway, admiral Assmann!" з 


^ 


at. Then he deals with ‘Finland and with Spain. and, if 


Construction Depart- 


ruction in Spain by the 


he ship 


Cartagena, under 


Yes, but the designer from our d bureau, 


other persons, were eased om the navy fo purpose and had 


"This boat which is now tho Turkish submarine 'Guer! became 


prototype for the !U-25! and 
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A Now, thex250-ton submarines which were made in Finland. And, 


if you look at the last sentence of the next paragraph: 
"The Finnish U-boat was the first plan to be workéd out in 
Germany and to be executed; only for the working out of the details was 


what the Dutch bureau still called upon. 


"The Finnish 250-ton vessel became the prototype for 0-1 to 
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Q And now tho next paragravhs 


"lle 


"Tho building and tho thorough trial of the prototype vessel made it 


pos- 


obtain the parts for !'U-1! to 0—2)! in 1933/35 long boforo tho order 


^m! 


proparations for this asson te the exte! 


W, would you turn on to page 156, You see where tho next Quotation. 


of 1935" = that 
Treaty -- "thoro моге probably six 250 


55 


275=ton and two T50-ton 


hs 


t everything 


quite uncertain," 
Noxt 1 


St in the sphere of subnarine Germany 


m - Р + oh 
Gornan-Briti 


0151 


Assmann, and wo've 


Ta a+ A ^ 7l - AA 4 
about ono hundre« -Ocuriont 


arino construction that Gornany 


Jornaán-british Treaty," 


1) 


out Several hours of your evidence 


which you were proud and which you 


Support, Ars Tribunal that your admirals ware 


that in th^ spher ` Submarine construction that Germany adher 


Sstrictions of tha 
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A It's a-perfoétly crronasous.judegmónt. I have explained that, as long 


nm 
TY 


as thers wore no negotiations with Groat Britain regarding tho ponding Treaty, 


то only gave such things abroad as wore noccssary preparations. Those Worc-= 
Q Defendant, you can make your oxplanati 


Please, will you stop interrupting me. 

Q Wotll take it in this order, and don't got cross about it. You ans- 
wer my question, and then you сап make your oxplanation. Now answer my questi: 
first. Aro you saying that Admiral Assmann is wrong in saying in that first 
Sontenco: "It is probably just in tho sphc of submarine construction that 
Germany adhered tho least to tho rostrictions of the Gornan-British 

viral Assmann wrong when ho sys that, and is that what you're 
Tribunal? 

I hav^ 
for doxX;ndant Ф lent, 


questions r^5garding 
article 191 of tho 
to bo interpreted 


тут : 


тл тү- 4 KIS Т. ӨЕР ES e dee РЕ ч а 
n9 Led $ L1 Lripuna unk n "eu question iS propor, in ALS 


view it vas not a broach 


1 give us his opinion abou’ 


all 
Ware prona nonti 
n 
Germa 


sibio that Gorman 


ако plans for 


interrupt yo 
dealing with the 
and that's what I want you to ansvor no about, That Finnish n 
before 
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I rust zivo th before tho conclusion, 


accused of manufacturing U-i 


Q not ariing you jut t Il vant you to 


I™mmmot àsking:you.about the que on ofrVersailles: any 
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look ^t the next senteness. 
hich родо are you on? 
Page 156. I will rocd it v.ry slowly agai 
"Consiá.ring the quantity o 
55 Џ-роліз could have been proviced for up to 1936, In 
orc.rod,!! 


„Со you saying that dmiral Assmann is wrong when he 
І em awfully sorry; I still h ot got the passage where you arc 
“hich linc? 


(Court attendant indiertes pas: 


That is page 156, 


sce what admiral .ssman says that "Considcring the quantity of U=» 
boats which hac elreacy been ordered, abo 5 U-bosts could have been provided 
for up to 1938," 
Ciscussion 
T ore 
„ге you scying 
Certainly, 
is wither 2 misprint 
you know, I think 2¢ oat apable .f seiling int stinntic, an 


Some Siu^llcor bonts ur anu above thri. uhat happened at the beginning of the wr 


I cannot tell you for certain now, but there was nc intention of this kind, Thot 


what I h of—-that I did not have sufficiont U-bosts ready 


Guiral ‘ssman's figures sre quite incor- 
iribun^l about the number of U-bosts with whi: 
you st^rtoc the war? 
Dr, 3iunors? 
uli be grateful to 
entire scntence, This refer No 6, whore the 118 coul: havu been 
orc.rec,. There is a note six ond I just see that is is t cont^incc in the 


Snglish trensletion, anc it is worded 
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et Department of the Navy. B, No 


B, No. 2311/42, from November 


г. Presicent, refers 


cxtrunely 


Suture 


assage you want trensleatad 


re-oxoninc? 4s I uncerstand it 


е 


S Deen translated 


^l 


К " = wa To 9997 /1^ 
runent, В. No,.E.3111/42. 


Department, 
"Lor tij е, 


uit. pl^usibl 


that in reality llt were ready 


hat is .dmiral ..ssman's 


Bicdle) Sir and See if 
the report was made in 19 that you ask 
the note could not in 194 


i^n the construction 
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KELL PYFFS: Му tronsloticn of thi: е is "Chicf of the Navy 


Buczet Department," 


1942. It suais cntircly to boc tho suggestion of the learned .zicrican Judge 


that this is the reference to th. 


be a matter 


3 
^) 


that the date of construction was 1942, onc I think it really would 


c^t 


of convenience that, unless Dr. Sicmeurs has got something to say on the tox 


thet I om putting, if he reserved these orguacntative points to rcecxanination, 


THE PRESIDENT: Dr, Siumers, you can reise 2 in го-схаліплііоп, You 
translation of this nott before us by that tine, 
1 1 ly 


5 Р t TUM * + + ^ сүз ^ "| hay | ata f 
Prosicunt, L nn peri .ctly BT vecble, L neve Шыгу SU te 


tho ruquest th^t one copy of tho 
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should be given to me. — 


will admit, I rope, thet it із a considerable burden 
on me that during the cross examination I should now have to ascertain where 


veld 


ations are incomplete and translate everything that is missing mm 


т 


D-itish Delegation have an English translation іп their Га: 


David might, if he would be good enough, let me have a English 


for my purposes. 
PRESIDENT: Sir David, you will be able to let him have ап En; 
n of any new document? 
DAVID iAXWELL-FY FE Certainly. he Tribunal has ordered that. 
ared. Surely y got the English Translation? Certainly, iiy Lord. 
ranslation will be given to Dr, Siemers. 
may have been some mistake, 
get it 
LAX ELL-FYFE: 
to another gentleman of your staff. 


naval budgets, Do you remember a Flottenintend 


e vested 


nent, Secretary Flottenintendant Thiele, of the ОКМ Department E, the 
Department, of the German Admiralty? Do you remember? 
osecutor, may I just 
business? I have just remembered the conn 


This is perfectly 


rized two matters. 


s now in this docu lo perfectlyposs: 

on the basis of the British agreement 

erfectly natural that we should include in the budget 

allowed to build with reference to the 100 
per cent, ‘This, by no nesans, means that we started the cons truction 
show this. It also mea that in a certain 
y have so-and-so many completed submarines, 
I have just remembered because I saw the 


zou M. ded As ue 4 Кече. Адл! E E REY, AR A 
морс еле Depar tment" i pei : ONDAD LE» 
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was given at the German 


Officers in Prague on 12 July 1944. 


Pago 22, and it 


22, and tho heading is "Ship Construc 


ning, "The cra of the very large deve 
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9 Well now, I just want you to look for а moment at the document 


which is on page 3 of "ocument Book 10, which you did refer to in your 
exoaminstion-inechief, ‘that is Document C-23, about the displacement of 
the Scharnhorst and the Gneisenau and the Tirpitz and the Bismarck and the 
other shipse 

Now, you are familiar with that document; we have discussed it. 


Yes, 


Q well now, that is dated the 18th of February 1938. Germany 


didn't denounce the Anglo-German Naval Treaty until after the British 


guarantee to Poland in April 1939, which is 14 months later. Why didn't you 
Simply send a notification to Great Brit 
come out 20percent bigge ecause c fcnsive matters in construction? 
“hy didn't you do it? 
І can't tell you that today. І explained the other day how 
vas that the displacements increased through some change and through 
of our owne 

Q Yes, Mr. Defendant, I have got that well in mind. We have 
got the reason why the displacements came out bigzer, and I don't think 
youre prejucicing yourself if you don't repeat it, but just look at the 
bottom of that page, won't you, because I think you will find there the 
reason which you can't remember: 

"In the opinion of ÀVT IV, it would under no circumstances be right 
to report a larger tonnage that that, for instance, England, Russia or 
"Japan will probably publish shortly, in order that we may not put upon 
ourselves the blame for a race in armaments." 

Isn't that the reason? 

Yes. It was planning for the future because we didn't want 
to lose the defensive power of our ships. 

Q Defendant, I am going to pass to another subject, and I want 
to put quite shortly and bluntly, as you will appreciate, the point the 
Prosecution puts to you, that for 20 years, from 1918 to 1938, you and the 
German Navy had been involved in a course of complete, cold, and deliberate 


deception of your treaty obligations, That is what I am putting to you. Do 
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you understand? After these documents, do you deny that that is so? 

Of course, It wasntt а coldeblooded affair. In all the cases 
of violations of the Versailles Treaty it was our aim that we should be 
able to defend our country more efficiently than we had been allowed to. 
I have proved that in the Versailles regulations only those points were 
restricted which were unfavourable for the defense of our country, and 
which, on attack from the outside, were favorable. 

I want to add in this connection that on each occasion we could only 
complete a small number of ships, and consequently we wanted the ability 
of these ships increased as far as possible. At no time cid we increase 
the offensive power above 

Q Defendant, I want you to uriderstand whet my next series of 
questions are directed to. don't wert ere to be any misapprehension, 

suggest to you that these eaches of treaty and your 


J У 


were directed towards possibility, and then the probabilit; 
I would just like you to take th ame cocument that I have been 
dealing with, C-23. We will use that to pass from one to the other. 
Would you turn to page 5 of Document Book 10, and there you will see 
that there is a memorandum, I think of the Planning Committee to the 


Commancer in Chief of the Fleet, Admiral Karls. We have heard your view 


of Acmiral Sarls, that you thought he was a very good officer, anc in fact 


he was your first choice for your successor. 

Now, that is in September 1938, and it is a top secret opinion on the 

strategic study of naval warfare against England, and you see "a" says: 

"There is full agreement with the main theme of the study." 

ok at paragraph 1: 

"If, according to tho Fuchrer"s decision, Germany is to acquire a posite 
as a world power, she needs not only sufficient colonial possessions, 
also secure naval communications and secure access to the oceans." 

Do you agree with that, Defendant? 

Yes, that is correct. І know the whole document. 


Now, look at "2"; 


"Those requirements can only be fulfilled in opposition to 
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пс] сә] a Pe А 3 : : 
Anglo-French interests, and would limit their opposition as world powers. 


It is unlikely that this can be achieved by peaceful means. 
to make Germany a world те 
паке папу a world powe ore о i 
1 World power, therefore, forces upon us the necessity of 


making corresponding preparations 
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for war," 

Do ycu agree with t 

Yos, that is all quito 

Now, let's take "3"; 

against England means at the sane 

wainst Russia as well, and 
ainst half to two-thirds of tho whole we 
needn't ask you about that, because tho facts have sh wn ite 

Now, look at 
"Tt can 


say sonothing to that. I must be 


во Quickly I thought we 


as been expresso’ quite often here, the Fuchrcr!s 
tudo towards Great Britain became пого difficult in spite of all tho 
of Blomberg and nysclf to toll hin what tho situation was, and England 
thing to bo wobricd ар: 
jut that nicht be prepared but ho on his 
part, never contonplated an aggressi war against Great Britain, and wo in 
tho Navy thought of it even less, 210 it has beon provoc that I ‹ nothin; 
but try to turn hin fron thos 
In 1938, ho ordorod that just 2s wo had previously dealt 1 
of w which was a duty of the Command Staff == we should 
из with making a study of how а wor with England might 
what wo 1 for that purpose. Such a study v proparod, ond I 
tho Fuchrer that wo could nover got to tho top with our forces 
tont tha V again England might be startoc with any promiso of successe 
That would have bec . told hin repeatecly that until "hh or 'hS wo rii 
against England and psrhaps а littlo comsunication ove 
but again wo would novor bo in a position really to win against England wita 
that forces 
This study, which was complied under no and the Command Staff, was sont 


by me to Admiral Karls who had very clear judgment in all such questions. 
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КЫК ee PR ane А t е А TRUE 
considered in his duty that in tho introduction to his roply, whi 
ply, vi 


with our opinion, he should »xplain what cons^quonces such a war against Great 


R Stas Sie TE Жылла واا‎ "A 3 L , "2 
bpitain would have f ; uS, Пало t this would ones morc 


owever, noither ve in tho № nor anyone else in 


is why ho said that if wo had to have a war against 
access to thr cea and sccondly w^ must attack 
Croat Britain. It wasn't tha Wo, for our part, plann-d 
only concerned with such thoug in tho ^vont that such 
vory much against our vill, 
Q You say that, "The war against it" ==- that is thr war 2 st 
-- "can only be justified and have a chance of suceoss if it 
economically as well as politically and 
Then you go on t» say "waged with tho 
outlet to tho 
Now, I just want to se 
That is clear, It is quito rig} 
Q Let's just look how you 


ha 3 - 
hat first, 2s you put it first, 


at Docwicnt C-29, which 


into this? 


(A recess 
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BY SIR DAVID VAXWELL-FYFE: 

Q І told you, defendant, that І wasnext going to ask you a 
question about document C-29, which is on page 8 of the English docu- 
ment book 10 and on pages 13 and 1) of the German document book. You 
will remember this document gives general directions for export given 


by the German navy to the German armament industry -- 


а) ----and you told us when you were dealing with the document, that 


+ 


you wanted your service not to 


4 
! 


be smalleminded about matters of а not 
very high secrecy tut in addition to that, your general policy was that 
the German armament firms should develop a foreign trade so that they 
would have the capacity to deal with the increased demands of the German 
soon as possible. Is thet right, is that a fair summary, ог 
repeat it? 
Yes, but one ms to say in addition that I have exrros in 
places that at that time we hoped that the Treaty of Versailles would 
be loosened, because at that time it was a favor^ble -егіос concerning 
the negotiations for disarmament and the government d partment and von 
Schleicher shoved great understanding fo е needs of the armed forces 
and therefore at the occasion of the dis iment confercnce, for it, so 


it was a d.finitely legal develo ment 


ze increased. oint out and I 


emphasize again, t it had nothing to do with the Hitler regine but 


thit decree care out by coincidence on the 3lst of January; that decree 


came out by coincidence on the 315% of January. 

Q L don i ou are really dis agreeing with me tht your 
policy, your broad economic policy for the Gerran armament industry was 
to develop its export trade so as to be able to deal with increased home 
requirements in future years; that is what you advoca ‘ted, isn't it, 
that the German armament industry should at once increase its export trade 

able to deal with increased home requirements when these 


arose? Isn't that right? 
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Yes, that is right, but I don't know, I didn't hear that ex- 
pression. Did you mean "eigenhmdel" or "eisenhondel" == internal 
trade or sea trade? I didn't understand your expression -- No, 
"aussenhandel", foreign trade? 

Q Yes, 

Yes, we wanted to be able to compete in our industry with other 
nations, so that the industry itself would getthe advantage of being 
strengthened. 

Q Now, I will 2sk you to turn to docurent C-135, which is 
of the English document book and үлле 73 of the German document book. 
THE FRESD ENT: Book tene 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: Book ten, my Lord, 
SIR DAVID M.XWELLFYFEs: 
you remember that document, you de: 
it was treated in 
it is a document, 

which I put to you a moment ago and you said to the Tribunal, 
in giving j evidence, that it was mere chance that the year 1938 

aS mentioned; that that was the same period as 

That year 1938 
repeatedly, 

9 Has it been mentioned in some Weimar Republic document 
you just look at the second paragraphs; that will be on 
2l of the English document. It is in the middle 
three * "However, Reichschenecllor Adolf Hitler had made a clear politi 
build up for him in five years, 
armed forces which he could place in the 
strument of political power." Is thot ture, that Hitler had 
clesr political request? 
emenber in 1933, he had demanded a sort of 
five year plan and now for that year 1938, by coincidence, with the date 
of 1938, which was from cur previcus plans and that directive he had 
given apparently for the entire armed forces because for the navy already 


in the year 1935, the naval treaty was the basis where we could only go 


according to the proportion "опе to three" and not according to any other 
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Q The point that I want to deal with is this: Did Hitler tell 


you that he wanted these forces to place in the balance as an instrument 


of political power, did he tell you that? 


That I could not say today any more,but I believe that thet is 
an expresion which was in common usage, that one wants to use one!s 
forces as an instmument which could be put to the balance in political 
negotiations, not in the manrer as we had to do it untilthet time, to be 
kicked arcund by the various nations. That is my explanation for that 
expressione 

Q To put it bluntly, Hitler was telling you "by 1938 I want 
armed forces that I can use in war, if wor should become necessary." That 
is wht it means, doesn't it, and that is what you understood it to ncan, 
isn't that right? 
There was no word abovt th case of w 
the fact that we had to stand among the other nations i 
that we couldn't be pushed over as it had been the case then. 
Q If anyone tried to push you 
it, wasn't it? 
А That is clear, of course, if we woul’ be 
thing. If we would be attacked, then we would be ab 
and untilthen we could 
Q Just let us take the 
fighting, Will you look at document book 10-1, 
the English translation and page 157 of 
that is the directive of Ficldmarshal von Blombe 
the disarmament conference а League of Nations and there 
a pretty full general dire 
ake if the member ` the League 
yous in other words you were quite 


РЕ 


-—--- for а war depending on 


d 


isn't it, and that is what it says, it gives a préparzt ions for fighting? 
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A Yes, these preparations were taken, if I remember correctly, eleven 
days after we had quit the League of Nations and it was quite clear that as a 
matter of course the Fuehrer believed that asa consequence of leaving the League 
of Nations, which as such was quite a peaceful undertaking, that it was possible 
that watlike measures or sanctions would be applied against us and that we had 


to fight against that, that we had to defend ourselves against it and if such 


attack was probable then we had to take these preparatory steps. 


Q So you realized, defendant, that as early as October 1933 the course 
of Hitler's foreign policy might have brought about an immediate war, did you 
not? 

A No, I never expected that. I never did exrect that such a measure 
as the secession from the League of Nations, where we had always been treated 
unjustly because we had no power backing us up, I had never expected that the 
consequence would bo war with any other power. However, it was right, it was 
correct that one had to expect such eventuality, 

see, That is good enough for me. 

Now, just let us look at the same document book, C152. ол реро 107 of 
the English version and page 164 to 167 of the German versicn That is, you 
will remember, your armament plan for the third armament phase ani I wou just 

you first of all to look at mragraph 3. 

In (a) and (b) of paragraph 3 you give the general basis 
ments: 

(a) for the military lcaders a sound basis 
for the political leaders & clear picture 
military means available at a given tine, 

And what your political leaders were to make 
armed forces you had available for war, if necessary. ni 25 you were 
contempla ting then, was it not? 

A Yes, that is a matter of cour: to эзгә that the 
military forces which I could muster during that year was so and s^ muche 
The Chief of State had to know that in order to know wh h> АЛА count on. 
That hasnothing to do with warlike preparations. That is the case in every 


nations On the other hand, I cannot influence the political leader as to what 
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he wants to have. I can only tellhim what I can muster for him. That has 
nothing to do with political things. I only did what wasnecessary and what 
is being done in every state e 

Q And just look at paragraph Te 

I am not going to argue with you as to whether states base their foreign 
politics on things other than war but that is another argumente 

"All theoretical and practical A»preparations are to be drawn up with a 
primary view to readiness for а war without any alert period," 

That is that you, as far asthe Navy was concerned, you had to be ready 
then for an imediate war footing, have the Navy on an immediato war footing, 
isn't that right? 

This is concerned with the sequence of the actions which 
were to be taken. The armament plan contained what would be the most 
important for the Navy to acquire and there I said as far as weapons were 
concerned which could be acquired without preparation, that is to say in 
German "die Schwimmende Aktive Flotte", tho floating active fleet, that had to 
be in a state of extreme readiness and had to get that which it necded. Then 
only all other matters, such ns quartering and anything that had nothing to do 
with immediate fighting -- 

Q I thought that is what I put to you, that the fleet had to be ready 
and ready for war. However, you have given your account of ite 

Just turn over, if you will be so good, to page 68 of document book 10, 


Ї^. 


page 285 of the German document book, 0-189, My Lord. 

SIR DAVID MAXWELLFYFE: No My Lord, I think it is m ge 66 in book 10, the 
other ono. Yes, page 66 == I am sorry I said 68 but it is 285 of the German 
document book, 

PY SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 

Q Now, I want to raise just this one point on which you made a point in 

your examination and which I must challenge. You say in paragraph 2 of the 


English: 


"C in С, Navy expresses the opinion that later on --" and I ak you to note і 


words "later.nn" == "the fleet must anyhow be developed against England and 


that therefore from 1936 onwards the large ships must bo armed with a 35 
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centimeter gun", 

Now, are you telling the Tribunal that "gegan England" doesnot mean in 

1itagonism or directed against England, are you? 

A I have explained the other day that we are confronted here with 
planning according to other navies. We were planning up to that time 
according to the French Navye Now England went beyond in taking 35.6 centimetc: 
guns on her ships and then, asl said before, France went beyond England in 
putting 38 centimeter guns on her ships. Thus, I said to the Fuchrer that 
with our 28 centimeter guns, which we believed we could use against tho 
Dunkirk class of France, I soid that would not be sufficient but we had to 

the next higher calibre, that is 35.6 such ason English ships. It did 
not come to it because the French took 38 centimeter guns and with our Bismarck 
type we followed the Frenche 

That comparison of calibres and of types of vosscis was at that time in 
common usage. 

9 You told us all that before and my question is a perfectly simple 
one; that this document in the original German when you soy 

in your song "Wir fahren gegen England", 
in antagonism and directed against and not in comparison. 

І am putting to you ond it is a short point. 


Are you telling this T gegen England" means in comparison 


To that I will sy yes because is defensively "gegen England 


m] 


and at that moment we had not eve igned tho naval agreemea At that time 
I could not think of promoting a policy which wa: 

Look to the next page, document C-190, page 67 of tho English document 
book, page 284 of the German document book. "hat is your conversation with 
Hitler on the 2nd of November, 1934, when you nro discussing bigger naval 

mates nnd the avdlability of more monoy. I want you to look at tho end of 
the first paragraph which gives Hitler's rensons. 

"He considered it vital the the Navy be increased asplanned ==" now look =- 
"asno war could be carried on if tho Navy wasnot able to safeguard the ore 


imports from Scandinavia." 
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Are you still telling the Tribunal you were not from 1934 onwards 


contemplating war? If so why does Hitler say that? That is one of the most 


of German naval strategy. 

"No war could be carried on if the Navy was not able to safeguard the ore 
imports from Sweden." 

Were you not contemplating war in November? 

A Hitler said that. A navy is built so that in case a war becomes 

the Navy can be used to defend the country with her weapons. There 
is no other, purpose to establish a navy and that was one of tho general reasons 
for the existence of a navy for Germanye There were many people in Germany 
who believed that the navy was not at oll necessary. 

Q You see, what I am putting to you is this. You told the Tribunal 
that the navy was purely defensive, all your preparations were purely defensive. 
I om suggesting to you that Hitler there is contemplating a wor and contempla tin 
the task of a navy during a wor о. few months before ho intcndod to denounce the 
military clauses of Vorsaillo, 


You werc all set for a war if it should become necessary and you knew that. 


Was that not the position? 
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A- That is an aboslute distortion of facts. Of course it is necessary 
during peacetime to contemplate what cases could occur where thearmed 
forces would have to be called upon for the defense. At that time nobody 
thought of aggressive war, and one has to consider the individual tasks. 
One task of the Navy was, beyond doubt, in case of war to protect t he 


re imports fromSweden and Norway, that had to be considered. 
Q Would you just look at the next sentence in paragraph 2: "Then 
I mentioned that it would be desirable to have U-boats assembled at the 


time of the critical political situation in the first quarter of 19l5." 


You were preparing for tho eritical political situation, 


Let's look at what you were doing in 1936. Would you give the 
defendant and Dr. Siemers, Document D/806. 
That is a report of yours 
dealing with the U-boat construction 
graph you say in the second paracraph: 
"The military and political situation urzently de 
2xtension of our U-boat fleet should be taken in han 
anc. completed with the greatest energy and dispatch, as it is а par ticularly 
valuable part of our armament а and possesses special striking powers." 
you saying that what you were urging there was purely defen- 


the special striking powe hat would be needed 


the entire political situstion, at least it 


I don't remember it exactly -- I must have believed it ne cessary at that 


time to put the construction of subi nes in the foreground. But I 
never expected or never counted on it that we would start a war, 
r had always told me that he would start his political 

and that no doubt could lead us into а war if the other 
powers were stadning against these political enterprisese I have been 
reproached that I did not stress the construction of submarines sufficiently. 

Q You are stressing it sufficiently therc, aren't you? "The mili- 

tary and political situation" -- you were kept fully informed of the 
political stuation and were adjusting your naval armament accordingly; 


1t so? 
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A Here at that time I did not know anything about the things 


which were to happen. I only knew that we had occupied the Rhineland 


during that year, and that Н. ег after that, on account of the clouds 


he saw on the horizon after the occupation of the Rhineland, took & very 
carefuà attitude and told me that we hac to expect complications sooner 
or latere. There was a special directive that had come out at thet time 
in 1936, and on tre basis of these considerations I was particularly 
cautiouse It was my main duty that I should take care, and after 
consequences which I took ron the political situstion, I did ny job 
The previous decument, about which you didmt put any questions 

to me, wasin the same sense where I asked whether in the е of political 
tension at the beginning of 1939, at a time when we hadnot yet completed 
the Naval Treaty -- that came only in Juno =- whether at that time we 
should already establish U-bosts, That was also for the eventua lity 
a conflict, and I knew at that time that in 1935 the Declaration of 
Freedom of the defense of the Rhineland was intended, 

Q Well, now, you have told us what you knew in 1936, 
let's pass on to 1937. 1 want to know exactly what you say 
curse, as you remember, turns to tho Haszbach document, 
is ot page 81 cf Decument Book 10, poe 3ll of the 

THR PRESIDENT: Sir David, did you give the nurber о! 
document ? 

SIR DAVID VAXWELL-FYFE:I am very grateful, my Lorde 
BY SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 

Q Now, I want you just -- have you got that 
German document book? 


Cen you please tell me the paragraph? I could find it easicr 


Yes, the first thing I want to ask you about is the third 
raph, the last sentence, where Hitler is recorde 
"The German future is therefore dependent exclusive 
solution of the need forliving spaces" 
and then I wanted you, if you would be so good, to turn over 


1 


two pages to 316. My Lord, it is page 83 of the English document book, 
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That is repeated. Му lord, it is about seven lines ¢ 


Says: 
"The only way out, and cone appear imaginary, 


the securing of greater living space," 


And then he says: "The history of all times has proved 
b aking resistance." 


that every space expansion сап сп1у be effected by bre 


к, M 


c 


and then in a separate paragraphs; he says: 
"The question for Germany is where possible congvest could be 


at the lowest cost," 


іп with the last one, because it was wrong 
you to just tell us, cid you hear Hitler sayi 
general problem, "the gres 


D 


lowest cost." 7 
In the English document it says 
not included in the German c 


st possible gain with the 


That is a ;hrasec: 


possibility for Gerrany is 


t at the expense 


the Sudeten 
Ley was not expect а, and it 
ainst Austria nor against Czechoslovakia. 
© all convinced that he would Solve thet oucstion 
way as all other political questions, in а peaceful way, 
explained in detail, 
Well, now, that is what I was going to ask you тро, Yor 


The rest of the document deals with 


(ШШ 


HO 136-0037 


taken my second point yourself. 
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action аба nst Austria snd Czechcslovakiae Would you look at 
I think you will ree with me that Fieldmarshal von Blomberg 
ana General von Fritsch rather poured cold water on Hitler's idease 
Isn't that a fair way of putting it? They rather showed a certain antip^thy? 


Yose 

Now, that wasin November, 1937. 

*e all of us told him all the time that under nc circumstances 
would we dare to start a war with Encinnd and France, and he always agrooc. 


But I explained that that entire speceh had a definite purpose. It 


was mide for a definito: 


the danger of a war with France and Enz land 
Q That was what I was zoins to = 3 | was in November, 


ce his unfortunate marriage, 


+ 


and you tock the view, didn't у: t he had been encouraged 


on this point? 


os cow to tho Russians e 

ycar 1930 had a ts beginning experiences of a personal 
ture, vhich though ng the Navy, directly caused me to 
‘Sc confidence not only in Goering but also in the Sincerity of the 
Fuchrere The unfortunate mtrimonia Situation cf Fieldmarsh^i von 
Blomberg т his ро ion as cc armed forces im- 
possible, slatedly + came to the conclusi hi ering with -"l his 
might strove for Wehrtacht. in place 


of Blomberg 


JULII 


NOM 


0136-0038 
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Че Foayored the marrias inas) - : lo B 3 i 
He favored the marriage, inasmuch as it mde Blomberg ineligible for 


this post, while Blomberg believed and even expressed hinself to this 


е "e t ha^ i 2 "i^c n e sik 1 ] i 
ffect, that such a marriage was possible under the present systeme 


болтту hac 1 hacdaweda 3 - т 7 
Goering hac him, shadowed in the past, as І learned from later remarks.” 


A 


Didn't you say that? 
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A In Moscow, immediately after the collapse, I marked down my 
experiences about the causes for that collapse. I wrote these documents 
under the conditions of that time with the treatment that these was very 
chivalrous and that I had no objection to make these things know to the 
Commissar, 

Q All I want to know,is, is that true, what you said? 

Yese + wrote these notes, and it is also true that afterwards 
I had the thought that Goering may have severed that marriage. I believe 
that he himself stated that here, that he helped Blomberg, because I 
believe that he did not know dl the details of how bad the case was, 

Q But you sce, your view at that time was that Goering was 
encouraging the marriage because he knew that it would put Blomberg off 
the map as comnander-in-chief, because he, Goering, wanted the position, 
Was that the view that you held last summer? 

I believed that last Summer, yes. Апа it is also true that 
Goering doubtless had a desire to become commande-in-chief of the armed 
forces, but the Fuchrer himself prevented that, 

Q Now, that was von Blomberge We know what happened to him.. 
Your second choice, after von Blomberg, was von Fritsch, was it not? 


You thought that von Fritsch would have been the best commanier-in-chief 


if von Blomberg went, did you not? 


A YeSe 

Q You mentioned that to Hitler? 

A эд me, and I said that I would just pick von Fritsch, 
at the time he asked mo. But thon the Fuehrer told me that that could not 
be done, 

Q Yes. But there were some of them bringing a charge of homo- 
Sexuality against von Fritsch; isn't that right? That was why it could 
not be done? 

A Yes. Generally, he said that there was а sexual crime of some 

Q You were one of the court who inquired igto that charge, were 


you not? Goering , as president, you, and General von Brauchitsch? 
= 0955 æ 
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9 and you came to the conclusion that the charge of homosexuality 
against von Fritsch was a frame-up by the Gestapo, did you not? Do you 
know what I mean? І am afraid "frame-up" is rather difficult to translate. 

Yes. The whole thing gave me that impression, indeed. 

Q That is because the denunciation had been by some shacy 
character who you thought was a "hang-around" of the Gestapo; and at the 
trial, the cooperation of the Gestapo with the accuser was brought to 
light; that is right, is it not? 

You were satisfied,from sitting at the trial? 

Yos, 

Q And you agree that there had been == not а confusion == but 
that the guilty party was a calvary captain, Rittmeister von Fritsch, and 
not this general at alls isn't that right? 

Yes, ^ agree. We acquitted Baron von Fritsch because his 
innocence was proven. There was no suspision f any kine that remained. 
Q You acquitted him, but his reinstatement cic not follow? 

His reinstatement in command did not follow? 

Noe І went to him, since 1 was close to him, 
whether he would agree that I should go to Hitler and suggest to Hitler 
to reinstate him, Baron von Fritsche But von Fritsch replied that he 
considered that quite impossible. He was of the opinion that his 
authority was so far impaired that he could not remain in the position as 


commanderein-chief of the army, and I could not do anything about thate 


I reported it to the Fuehrer, but there were nc further consequences. 


The Fuehrer only in a large meeting of generals and admirals confirmed the 


absolute innocence of Baron von Fritsche 
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And did you say th with gard to tho von Fritsch ‘incident: "I be- 


cano convinced that Gooring had woll prepared situation, since in 


ordor to attain his goal it was 


von Blomborg?" Do you remeber saying 


or saying 


І do not romenber it noy, but I believe that I was cf that opinion, B 


Say, to bo quite just, that the acquittal of Baron von Fritsh first of 


of Goorinc!s chai manship during the pr ocdings, Tho wi 


or.ucht up lied so nuch and changod his statements to such an oxton 


every ton ninutos, that only Goorin had oxporioc 
cod that, I was grateful that I had not boon tho chairman, as tho ilinister of Ju 


nisu 


tico had sugecsted. I could not handclo 


it was only thanks to бос 


ring that I concluded that the acquittal could tal place. 


Q І think you have said, witness, that whother he 


authority cornan army wa 


iere 


1 i137] 
bro 


result 


jpinion, I would have 


& course that ni 


curious in any way; 


no connection. If Hitlor wag inion that men in 


dicted hin in such a matter } ved, then he would have had 


tino ago. But he never said anything like that to me, and I have 


Sinply because I con! that question of England an 


that 


33^ 


started there, I never felt tl 


М.н das cb ^ - B .} AS Le d.d eR ee A p ۴ s 
NOW, just lot vory Shortly. Within six weeks of tho disgrac 


Blomberg and the rencval sf von Fritsch, the anschluss with Austria took 


are you Tribunal that you did not know that thore Were protende 
nilitary prepar tho anschluss with Austria, thc described by Gone- 
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al Jodl in his diary and also by Ficlduorshal Keitel? Did you know that these 
threats of military action would have bean nado? 
І believe that I never took nort in a military meeting concerning 
the anschluss of Austria, bocause І had nothing to do with it. But ones and foi 
I should like to emphasize that such onterprises, as for instance the an=- 
noxation of Austria I found out by a iooroo which was issued by the Fuchrer, 
and no sooner, beeause опо c if those decrees, regardless of whether the 
Sont to me as connander-in-chiof of the 
navye So, > 2 that caso also a decree rust have conn to ny knowledge 
Unfortunately without having tha file, I cannot ti you the date, But I think 
that а docroo cane, to 
Q You soo, tho point that I an 


rmt 1l 4 
і 


И оттау н Еа saat... те а E A ee 1 
tine on it = is this: That on tho Sth c iovonb Hit said th jio was 


. , „ . У 1 A! al 4 
goint to got austria, in 1943 to 1945 ab tho latest, and earlier if an opportu- 


nity arosoe Four months lator, in пагон 1938 ook austria, aftor having go 


But 


German Document Boo 
against Cacchoslavakia, It 
u vill see that it said its oxocuti n bo ass EST о с lst of Oc 
you as C-in-C of tho Navy. 
ctual directive, 146 of the 
you seo the first Ts f Paragraph 1, 
litical Prec-roquisit-s!: 


"It is ny unaltorable decision to snash echoslavakia by military action 


political leaders to await or bring 
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17у І ask where it 137 


The first senten¢e in the directive, paragraph 1, 


== Sontonec 1: "It is my unalterable со 


military action in the near future," 


confusce here, the numbcring. 


en erint 
4 ag e eft 2 
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have fount 


^pproxim^toly 


^ttonüed zt which Hitler 


you hac 


p 
I 


earliest opportunity 


Spooch in Моуспрог w 


I believe, 


4. } an 


and on the sane 


oecup^tion of the Sudetenlind to 


зрсосһеѕ; Tha 


kiz by milit^ry action, Are уо 


DY 
m 


and still took thc vi 


question, 


frequently t 


solved Inter, after the 30th 


after the mob ation had taken plac 


+, 4. рер 1 » * 
Chaturcason he usec tho: 


bocause that mobilization of Czcchoslovakir coule 


Germany, and as I said, his 


least three or four times 
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uld not like to do it with w-r-liko 


ho Tribunal have gotten the wh: 


didn't convinces 


on tho 15th of harch, 1939, did it then occur 


there right be something in un: he s^ic in the interview on tho 5th 


occupicc the 


0 


oping wony for ( s? Diu it then occur to yc 


hav or King froth in Movoerbcor? 





fay-Li-PJi-l-la 
year the important points were first, “2.0 defense of Germany from the outside 
and second, tho romainder of Czcchoslovekia in case it wuld adopt policics 
inimical to Gerrany. As to the negotiations with Hecha, and his decisions on 
that, to occupy Czechoslovakia, І had ‘card nothing, only that he спіса to go 
against Czechoslovakia on the basis of that directive in case it would adopt a 
policy inimical to Germany; and from the propaganda at that period one heard 
that thet actually had occurred. With the occupation of Czechoslovekia, I had 
nothing to do; likewise with the occupation of the Sudeten area, because tno 
only thing which we could have served for that case was our small Danube 
Flotilla wuhbh wes subordinnted to the Ариу. And so we had nothing to do with it, 
С It is your answer that even when Hitler went into Prague on the 15th of 

March, 1939, you still thought he had no aggressive intcntions? Is that what you 
want tho Tribunal to believe from you? 

A Yes, because I mean to say that he did not want to fight a natural war, 
Ho hed by his political measures with Hecha actually brought it to that point, 
that no wor broke out. 
ivo H5 evidence that ho told President 


cC 
e 


Q You heard the Defendant Gocring 
Hacha thet his Armed Forces would bomb Prague if ho didn't оргоо. 
wer, it is noxt door to it, isn't it: 

It is very close to it, yos; it is a menace, a threat, 

Well, lot's go further on, To months later -- on the 23rd of iliy -- 
when you cme to the Reichschanccllery there were six high ranking officers, of 
which you were one, And Hitler said thet ho would give you an indoctrination on 
the political situation. Апа his indoctrination was thot, "We are left with a 
decision to attack Poland at t irst opportunity." When you heard him всу that 
on the 25th of Пау, did you still think that he had no aggressive intentions? 

А І thought that much longer. Just like Colonel General Jodl said, after 
he had solved the Czech problem purely politically, it wns to be hoped that he 
would also be able to solve the Polish question without bloodshed, and that, I 


believe, until the last moment, until the 22nd of august. 


Q Just take on o glance -- I shan't kecp you long -- at Document L-79, 


which is on page 74, I think it is, of Docugent Book 10. І am sorry, Page 298 


of the Gorman Document Book, І beg your pardon. І om not going to ask you abou 


the document, beccuse the tribunal has had thet, І want you to look at the poop 
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who were there -- 





-L-LJA-)l-—2 


І know the people 


л 


Let's look: lieutenant Colonel Sehnuundt; he was afterwards General, спа 


Hitler's principal adjutant, : killed on tho 20th of July, 1944, isn't thot 
Then the Defendant Goering, Commander-in-Chief of tho Mr Force,  Yourscli 
monder-in-—Chief of the Navy. Colonel. General von Brauchitsch, vho was 
mondor~ineChief of the Army. Genercl Keitel, who was head of the ОК, Gener: 


was Goering's Deputy, Halder, who was Chief of Stoff. 
2 P^ Yv ^ 


chief of staff. Апа Joschonicl:, who I think was chief of staff or a 
3 


Yos, And Colonel Varlinont, who was General Jodl!s assistant, 


Now, vhat do you think Hitler gathered these high ronking Generals for, 


117 


them, "We are left with a decision to att oland at tho first 


opportunity," if he hadn't any aggressive intonticns? What were these people 
there for i£ it wasn't to develop a wor. 

I have already explained that the mei оѕе о et speccn, 
be secn from tho i-st port of it, was to gi a sort of academic lecture 


4 


and on tho basis of that lecture to create а special study staff 


" В ES , 3 
an МЕРУ en 
поа C DGCCUCG, 


PRC ARTT. 4. е ee are dw wm 
COMCNtS, in tne ocginningB, 


confused beesuse I heard about t metters and that io with regard t 
things ho did not issue ^ directive but e last scntencos 
armed Forces Branches doter what will be built lothing will bo 
the shipbuilding progran The armament program is to be delayed 
When he said t 
war in the 
ire you telling the 
tne Czech affair; further successes 
you paidno attention to it 
the Tribunel that you paid no attention t 
lone that 2t all. Because by now I knew Hitler and 
ations in his spcochos. 
this time you had already head the directives for a surprise attack 


1938. You had had the directive on the 3rd of April for the Fall 


4 


whole тог was en train. Are you seriously, 
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Defendant, tolling tho Tribunal that you had any doubt after the 23rd of iiy that 
Hitler intondod war against Poland ans was quite prepared to fight England and 
* Frenco, if they carried out their guarantee? І moon, seriously, I give you this 
. 
echence before we adjourned: Do you say that you had any doubt at 211? 
А Of course; I have explained, haven't І, thet as lato as August I had ny 
doubts? For instance, if you judge from this specch thon I ought to mention 
the specch which Hitler has made a fow weeks before at the time of the launching 
of the Bismark, where he spoke of only peace through justice, That specch was 
importont for по, And especially from this yresent speech, which is so confused, 
I did not draw any conclusions and I proved that, beenuse throughout the sumer 
I did not mention anything about that to the Navy, that there would bo a 
possibility of vor in tho Fall. That was confirmed here and everybody con confir: 


3 


thet, That wos my judgment of Hitler, I judged | 


118 political ability very 
highly and was convinced as late as the 22nd of August when we were inforre 
the Pact with Russia that it would be possible to solve that problem in 
peaceful manner, That was my definite conviction. One пау accuse ne 
or poor -- judgzont, but I had the right impression of Hitler. 
Now, I understand you to say thet even on the 22nd of August you didn't 

think that Hitler had any aggressive ілъспоіопѕ, Do you renily noa 

А Yos, ond there is good reason for that, because we had 
chanee of being allics with Russia, and Hitler backed up his case 
reasons .- why Englond and France wol not fight; 
took from that the hope, the sincere hope, that ho w be successful agzi 
short of wor, in solving that problem, 

SIR DAVID HAXWELL-FYFE: Will tnis be a convenient 
Lord? 


(Tho Tribunal adjourned until 1400 hours.) 
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AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The hearing reconvened at 1400 hours, 20 May 1916) 


ERICH RAEDER --Resumed 
CROSSezXAMT NATION--C ontinued 


SIR DaVID MAXWELL FYFE: My Lord, I am most anxious not to 
take up unnecessary time. Jiith regard to the meeting of the 22nd of 
August, Your Lordship may remember that Dr. Siemers raiseda point as to 
the two accounts of the meeting, one in documents 101h-FS and 798-Р5, and 
the other in the account by Admiral Bochm. Ihave had a comparison made 
out in English and German showing the points whichare similar to both, and 
I thought it would be more convenient just to put that in, Let Dr 

the German copy and make any suggestion at the 

Spend any timo in cross-examining the Witness as to 
the accounts. My Lord, I will, with the permission the Tribunal, 
that in now and hand Dr, Siemers a cop > that he can draw the Tribunal's 
attention to any points 

THE FRESIDENT 


SIR DAVID МАХ 


SIR DAVID MAiXA4ELL FYFE: There was another document which was 
mentioned by my friend Mr, Alderman but not put in t was an account by 
a journalist which wa he first account the 
when they zo e two accounts from the OKW files, they did not u se their 
first one; so I had only taken the two accoun! rom the OKW files and 
Admiral Boenm!s account, 

E PRESIDENT: Yes. but does nc hat make three cocuments 
in all, apart from the one which has beon left 

SIR DAVID MAX ELL БҮР res, M d, and I have taken cach 
the two and compared it with Admi 

THE FRESIDENT: Very welle 

SIR DaVID MAXWELL FYFE: Soy on that 1 shall not pursue this 
interview, I thought that it would save time. 


THE PRESIDENT: Yese 
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BY SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 
9 Now, I'd like you, therefore, defendant, to look at dccument 


789-PS, which is at page 261 of book 10 and pages 438 to LLO of the 


German book == 438 to 40. This is the note, defendant, of a conference 
on the 23rd of November, 1939 with Hitler, to which all supreme commanders 
were ordered. Do you see that at the beginning, pages 438 to Шо? Do 
you see what it says, "to which all supreme commanders are ordered?" Were 
you present? 
A e conference in the middle of the war on the 23rd of 
November, 1939? 
Q Yos. Were you present? 
I was present, 
Who were the other supreme commanders who were present? 
Supreme commanders of the army, the air force, and a consider- 
able number of generals, army commanders that is. 
Q Yes. Now, І want you to look at a p £e. The paragraph 


begins: "One year later, Austria came This step also 
& » 9 


doubtful," “Yo you see that? Do you see that paragraph? 


A Yes, I've got ite 
Q Much obligec. Now, I just want you to look at the next few 
sentences e 
"It was brought about a considerdle reinforcement of the 
Reich, The next step was Bohemia, Moravia and Poland. This step also 
was not possible to accomplish in one campaign. First of all, the western 
fortification has tc be finished, It was only a partial solution. The 
decision to march into Bohemia was made. Then followed the erection of 
the Protectcrate and with that the basis for the action against Foland 
was laid, but I wasn't quite clear at that time whether I should start 
against the east and then in the west or vice-versa. Moltke often 
made the same calculation in his time, Under pressure the decision came 
to fight with Poland first. One might accuse me cf wanting to fight and 
fight again, In struggle I see the fate of all beings. Nobody can avoid 
a struggle if he does not want to lose out. The increasing number cf 


people requires a larger living space. My goal was to create : logical 
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relation between the number of people and the space for them to live in," 
Whatever you had understood up to that ne, ycu appreciated 


then that Hitler himself had hac a consistent and clear aim of aggressio 


throughout these matters that I put to you this morning; did you not? 


A Yes, but now we are dreday in the micdle cf a war and he was 
looking at these things retrospectively. Also, he wanted to make it clear 
to the generals, with whom he had a conference at that time, that he with 


his considerable political reflections had always been right. That is the 


reason why he quotes all these detailed points. 





Q ell, now, would you turn over to pag 148, which is page 264 of 
the English document book, German docwucnt book pag 445-148, Have you got that 
Perhaps you would be good cnough to read., I con't sce here, 
e have Achilles hocl; The Ruhr," 
curt attendant indicated the passage in the сосшлопі to the witness.) 
I have .it. 
Q ‘ould you lock about halfway down that par^groph? you will sev: 
"England cannot live without its imports. .c can focå oursvives, The per- 
nent sowing of mincs 
However, this c-n only 
difficult cccision for ne. None has ever achieved wi ve achicvuc. .y life 
s of no inport^nce in 211 this. I have led the Gernuan people to л grvat height, 
even if the world сооз hate us now, I ла sutting this work on a gable. I have 
to choose between victory or cestruction. I choose victory. gro^tost historical 
choice, to be соцр^гос with the ccceisi- Friecrich thi the firs 
Silesian war, Prussia owes its 
inc. there is some more âb 
decision is unchangeable. I shall attack France 
quickest moment. Breach of th ‘lity cf Belgiun anc Hollanc is meaning 
пе will question tht i we ho f 1 ot bring cb.ut 
breach of neutrality 2s idiotic^lly ^s it wae іп 1914. If we co not bresk 


1 


neutrality, thun ingland and France will. .i&hout attack the war is nct t 
ended victcrious 
do you remember, cefendant, that this was just three wocks after 


} 


d been issued for the attack on Holland and Belgium c 


H 


ber? Do you remember that? 
That has been Ciscussec, I know, but we we ^lroscy at war with Engl-n 

attack egcinst dngland and France at that stage was nct up fur discuss: 

You were not at war with Holland and Belsiun, 

uld like tc 
ош sorry; I thought you had finished, 

Hore it says, "If the French .гцу marches into Belgium to attack 

it will be too late for us. |o must be first," 


Hitler at thet time stated that he had received news t 


"^ IT 
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not respect neutrality and thot he also 


the reception of Fre 


wanted t ^ 1 
wanted to prevent their nttock from 


= V. MEUS, à 
speech of 22 iíugust 
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1939, ho had made a statement of eWetly opposite content, 
that Belgium and Holland would not break their neutrality. 
Did you agree with what he said, that the "breach of neutrality 


D 


of Belgium and Holland is meaningless. No спе willquestion thet when we 
have wone" Did you аррос with that view? 
No, it is not exactly my opinion, but I had no cause on пу 
part to raise any objection against that statement of his at that monent. 
Q The view of the Naval War €ommand was put up to him a month 
ister with regard to U-boat warfare, was it not? Do you remember on 30 
December you had a meeting with Hitler at which Colonel General Keitel 
onc Fregattenkapitaen Puttkammer were 
Les, I was with him on 30 Decembcr. 
vould like you to look st the new document, which is C-100, 
My Lord. 
THE PRESIDENT: Sir David, ought not this document be identifica? 
SIR DAVID MAXWEIL FYFE: Your Lordship, of course, із right. 
e had perhaps better give them two numbers, one for each of 
PS docurentse Му lord, the comparison == 
THE FRESIDENT:  101h-PS has a number already, has it nct? 
nurbcr о 
FRESIDENT s thought perhaps the ecmpa 
cuzht to have а number. 


SIR DAVID M.XWELL FYFE Shall we call one ecm- 


parison G8=46h, the comparison of 798-PS, and the comparison of 101,-рѕ 


GB-l65, 


assed up a limited n 


GB-65 will be 1014-PS. It will bo the comparison 
798-PS with the Raeder document, and 1165 will be the comparison of 
1LOly-PS in the Raeder document bocke 
I am very much obliged to your Lordship. 
Now you are going to give us C-100? 
FE: | C-100, yes. 
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DAVID MAXWELL 


Defendant, if you will turn over a few pages 


) December 1939 -- 30-12-39, 


the report to the Fuehrer 


ХЕШ, FYFE 
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IL LL le V 1 J^ n try to find it, ser: eant- 
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ensification 
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of 


е UL 


anticipation ndividual intensificatory 


b necessary, Tho start of the General intensi- 
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LLL 
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not only your ships but also your submarines 
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most cortoinlj We nad much inforimtion of that type that I 
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no doubt whatever. о na any doubt, and that was confirmed 
lator on, 
I must ask you, then, to look at just one or two typical 


reports, Мо won't refor t > docwrcir їп, but wo will start 


пог, on the 13th of March, 1940, General Jodl entered in 
the Fuchrer wa 211 l.okiag for justification; Do 
saber that, 
hat the expression 
but t 
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at the present time, 
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the Operations Dep te. He 
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dishonest, but he compilec the 
and I can't imagine how he could have 
arrived. at that statement, because I certainly never made it. 


Q But the seoned part of it, the second sentence, is right, isn't 


eder suzgests invasion by German forces at the next new moon, the 
7th of April," 


That is rights; that is when you did invade, That was when your 


armada started off to arrive there on the 9th, wasn't it? 


But yes, « urse I was in favor of Carrying 
in Norway at the earliest possible time, when ice 
as we had previously Gecid.c a ^S had bec rered by Hitler. For that 
I assume responsibility. There was every reason for that. 
well. again I mustn't argue with you, but the point con 
you are saying that admiral Assmann, who is right 
second sentence, is not only wrong, but entirely wrong -- I mean, 
of the truth -- when he says %British 
serious," 
well now, wo will just pursue that a little. 
nly reported on the 'sndines in Norway subject to the 
available. 
PRESIDENT: Sir David, what was that document of the 26th cf 


o 


MAXWELL FYFE: That was an extra from the Assmann Diary 
А 


and put in for 


I'm sorry, I shali 


I should be grateful if perhaps yo uld show me the 
document. Yc ave showed me all the others, but not this one,the one 
I contest. 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: eg your pardon, It is such a short 
extract I thought you would take from me, but the last thing I want 


ls not to show you any documents, 
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BY SIR DAVID WAXWELL FYFE: 
the entry for the 26th of March: 

"British landing in N rway not considered scrious.  Raeder suggests 
invasicn by German forces at next new moon, 7th of April, to which Hitler 
agrees. Further discussions about laying of mines at Scapa before German 
invasion of Norway. Hitler agrees with Raeder and will discuss with 
Luftwaffe Chief," 

“ey І come back to it now. Yes, the 26th of March, 1910. 
of Norway through British is imminent." 


The war was imminent when the Russian-Finnish peace took place, That 


Russian-Finnish affair was makin: i articularly urgent for us to carry 


out landings, because it was gues ionable whether the British wouldn't 
, P 


i. 


under the heading of supporting the “inns, carry out that occupation 
of No 

question of the Fuehrer, whether the lancin:s 
by the British in Norway might be imminent. All that was dependent on the 
acu2l situation, and it was sumnariged by the fact that the Fuchrer 
wanted to know whether, because the peace had been signed, the situation 
in Europe had changed. But it hadn't, because we knew in reality that the 
landings by the British weren't to be carried out to help the Finns, but 
for other reason. 

That question, theref re, whether at the time, because of the peace 
treaty, the British landings might be particularly imminent, was answered 
by me with "No", Everythi g remainec as before, but there was this questi o 
whether because of this peace treaty we ought to land at once, and I 


answers по, That is completely different from what you have been telling 
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from your representative іп 
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Lat tho Swedish govorniont attached 
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TER А : 
as a result wasn t informed by us because he realised ho 


told by the Foroign Minister Koht, Our information was so clear, so frequent 


мо could cortainly with clear conscience carry out our Lunding 
lator, and there wouldn't be any point 

of the British so land in Norway == not heard -= ti 

f April, and durhg the night of the 7th 
in a wireless message, tho mine laying in 1 
waters was corriod out'by British ships; on tho 7th, troops were shipped 
cruisers, tho nam f which I forgot. Му conecption was correct ond not 
Mir. BrHuor!s, who was roloasod because he was a failure, ond so we carricd 
landings. io carried them out on the strength of quito positivo informotion мі сі, 
we could prc 
ought to know, ond I think 
thoro was no ish dor for on invasion at all there was on arder 
as l suggested, you knowing quite weil 
onbrory to your own chicf of 
the information from your diplorati 
to another point wit 
Norway and the aa finished 
the enemies colors, was 2 permissible ruse de 
you reremb 
principle which strongthonoc 
you hav 
u telling the Tribunal that it is a ree: gnized procedure 
ther country's 


m-a neutral uitry? Thero was no war ketween 


reason vo уо onj SC [ом were at peace with 


That matter was thet tho flag would come dom if we met tho British 
the German flag up. We didn't want to fight with the Norwegians. It 
novhero that there should first of all be a peaceful occupation. 
Could you give me a precedent cvcn where tho German navy, before this 
hes сусг known of 2 country thet has over attacked a neutral country 
^t peacc, using enemy colo l me when you 
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not done, so 
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by wireless 


FL 


H0 136-0066 


vy did it. I can't tell y 


I didn't ask you if у: 
that, we didn't 


== and you know from our 


been done if it hadn't becn dono, 


) 


entod to get clear 


"(n vios 


4. ede 
tha 


told us 


page 252 of 


I havo 


-A $154 9, 9, dle А - 
icuzont book 


Lord, 


BY SIR DAVID WELL 


"Еч 


is tho extract from 
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of naval 


northern 


imuodio^ 


the novy, "Offcnsive 


southern tip cf Oorlond rized, 


the approach 


n what 


vu 


dis. 
Uno 


Gerum naval forces, the reason to 


Day hat is Barbarossa -— is thot our naval forces believe to 


point end then I finished våt] 


attack on the Soviet Union, I 


and what you said to Hitler beca 


at document bo 


German b 


TX cw 
Ulli 


rry Lord, thi 


ivon the wrong reference. 


10, dzeunont C-170. I 


naval war diary; the 


June, "On the propi 


inst Russian submarines so 


E t it? 


destruction is be aimed 


turning back to document 


k, Gorman docuro:.t 


ge 19 of the German, 


dofendant Keitel, to the rizhceonmond 


r 
у 


tbuerines south of the line Memel 


If tho boats connot bo dofinitoly 


bo giver 


bo deals: 
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with penctrating British submarines," Why lid you you should attack 


the Soviet submarines six 


expecting ony attack ond there 


alt be 


å As it has slready бесп oxploinod опсо here, it had happened just before 


the 15th of Junc, that 2 submarine had penotrated into the огол. of Bornho] 


is ^ long wo; ) West, and thon G-vonwrong position signa 


which 


oats near Bornholm struck i г the wrong recomition signals arc given, then 


— 


at means that this could be a German submarine or must be a foreign опо, In thi: 


the location vould bring u 


submarines at that 

-~ ond they had been reported Consequ 
submarines were alrend; 

mines or to attack m 

had to report and I 

of German ports, 


later which, 
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That is still not an answer to my question. I will pùt it this 
You considered it right toattack and urge the ruthless destruction of 
Soviet submarines six days before you attacked the Soviet Union? You consider 
that right? Апа then, to blame it on penetrating British submarines == is that 
your view of proper warfare? 

A Well, I consider the first point right, because it i 
beat the opponent to it, and this washappening under certain definite conditions. 
Point 2 was ordered by the Fuehrer. Of course, neither of the two points were 
ever carried out, and it is proper, in my opinion, to discuss this matter, to 
argue it. 

Q That is something for the Tribunal, and I will decide what i 
to discuss. 

Do I take it,then, that you entirely approve attacking Soviet submarines 
and ruthlessly destroying them si ays before you start the war? That is wh 
the Tribunal is to understand, 

Yes, if they smeared in our waters. f they interfered with our 
in carrying out some other action, then I considered it right. I considere 
that better than that our ships should run into 

1011 now, let us just come, for a short time, to your views оп 1 
warfare. Do you remember the document which I put to tho defendant Doenitz 
the memorandum of the Foreign Office, 

A I have it before me. 

Right. Nell, I will ask about that in a moment. 
about it when you were answering Dr. Krnnzbuehler, I think on Saturday. 
"Since the war against England came quite asa surprise to us, 

not, up to then, dealt with detailed questions of submari warfare тот 
other things, we had not discussed the question of the so-called unrestricted 
submarine warfare which, in the previous wa played such an important mrt. 
And, from that fact, it developed that on the third of September, the officer 
who had recently been mentioned here was sent to the Foreign Office with a few 


points to be discussed concerning that question of unrestricted submarine warfare 


so that we should clarify with the Foreign Office just how far we ought to go." 
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Now, do you think that is -= 

A So far as I can recollect, that is the way it happened. Unrc: tricted 
warfare had not been considered, 

Q Have you got the document in front of you? 

You mean the one regarding the Foreign Office? 
Q Doenitz 851, yes. 
ve 

A ‘Yes . 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL. FYFE: Does Your Lordship have a copy? I don't think 

is in any book, My Lord. 

THE FRESIDENT: Мо, I don't think so. 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: My Lord, I did put it in when I wa 
examining the defendant Doenitz., 

THE PRESIDENT: It is very likely with our Docnitz ya perse 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: Perhaps Your Lordship will allow me to just read 
it slowly, for the momente The document says this: 

"The question of an unlimited U-boat warfarc against England is discussed 
in the enclosed data submitted by the Naval High Command. The Navy has 
arrived at the conclusion that the maximum damage to England which can be 
achieved with the forces available can only be attained if tho Uebx 
permitted sn unrestricted use of arms without warning aginst 
neutral shipping in the prohibited aren indicated in the enclosed man. The 
Navy does not fail to realizo thats 

"(а) Germany would thereby publicly disregard the agreement of 193€ 
regarding the prosecution of economic warfare. 

"(b) A military operation of this kind could not be justified on the basis 
of the hitherto generally accepted principles of international law." 

Then, I ought to read this, or point it out. have dealt with it 


before; it is the second last paragraph: 


t + 1 E] б . . 0 . 0 
‘Points of view based on foreign polities would favor using the military 


method of unrestricted U-boat warfare only if England gives us 
by her method of waging war to order this form of warfare 
BY SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 

Q Now, I want you to take it by stages. You see the mragraph that 


=99 Bhim 
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says: "The Navy has arrived at the conclusion that the maximum damare to 
England which can be achieved with the forces available can only bo attained 
if U-boats are permitted an wmrestricte © arms without warning in tho 
arca," Is that your view? Was that yc vicwon the 3rd of Scptember? 

A No, it wasnot my views; isa ions vier We had 
ubmarines the order to waze the merchant naval war according to thc 
Ordinance. Че had planned it that if the British wero 
that would do ncthin | that, then certainly -- 


111 you please give mo an answer to the question whi 


erfectly easy questione 


+. 


Tell, isn't it your view? 


No, In theory, of course, considering the small resources that we 
had, tho greatest possible damage to England could only bc dctormined through 
discussions with the Forcign Office, and just how far we coub co with 
justification, Out of the discussions with the Foreicn Office arosc 
submarine memorandum, which shows, from beginning to cnc mat we were trying 
to adhere to tho existing hw as far as possiblc c whole memorandum is 
nothing other than just that sort of a di scussion. 

Q Now, willyou answer my question? 


has arrived at the conclusion, is it true that the 


conclusion? 


Is that true or not? 
But of course, cverybody would arrive a «t conclusion. 
s much easier to say yes than to give ng explanatione 
Now let us come to another point. 3 it true that you had arrived at that 
conclusion without consulting the Flag Offic: r, U-boats, n: o dcfendant Docnitz 


said when he gave evidence? 


^ 


A Regarding these matters, we only agreed, because the submarines foiled, 
that they should wage war according to the Prize Ordinance, ‘с didn't ask wheth 
raise unrestricted U-boat warfare, somcthing which I didn't want 


Any case. Fi J of all, I had to $л1К to the Forci! ffice and find out how 
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for we could go. That wasthe purpose of this affa fhe purpose nnd the nim 
Was to give individual orders, such orders which we were entitled to rive, step 
by step, in accordance with the behavior of the British. This was ^ question 
of international law, which I wanted to discuss with the International Low 
Expert inthe Foreign Office 

Q Isn't it correct that you continucd to press 
conclusion of which you had arrived at, to the Foreien Office for the next three 
months ? Isn't it correct that you continued to press for an wirestricted U-boat 
warfare within the area for the next three months? 

I hardly think so; otherwise, the 15th of October momor ndum would not 

have been issucd. 

Maybe we did go to the foreign office and put on pressure, but what we did d 


is contoincd in the memorandum and that, step by stop, was an intons ificntion 
following British steps, 
Yell now, thc 1 3 with the forcign office was ^ conference with 
Baron von /c acke | n h of Sep iber, which you wi ec in document 
D-852, 
paragraph 
"The ОКМ will submit to the Forcign Office 
communication to the ncutral powers, in which t > intensificntio: 
warfare will be communicated, thc ordering of which has alr cady taken place or is 
onding in the near future, includes particularly a warnings not to usc 
not to sail in convoy, and not to black out." 
That wasyour first stop, wasit not? That wasput up to the 
with а number of other proposals? 
Tho first measure wasthat armed merchant 
couL be attacked, because аз early ss the 6th or 8th of S ръст 
Stoppod a merchant ship, had fired a warning shot, and had at once beer 


by the British steamer. Thercupon submarines started fir ing at the 


These cases existed, and omo could not recornize at once whether the ship was 


armed or not, Thereforo, wo said that if there was a caso of thet typo, gradual? 
all ships would have to bo fircd at. 


n 


Sccondly, we said that ships which would send a wireless message would be 
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lace by order of the Admiralty, which would lead to the fact that both naval 


ir B as, = d ho U-boat, 
air forces would imneciately appear on the spot and would shoot at thc ont 


iri 3 hant ships he passenger 
The first step, therefore, was firing on armed merchant ships, the passe 


© 


as s 
iri acked- resse and f ng 
steamers were excepted; and secondly, firing on blacked-out vessels d firing 


on those who were engaging in wireless activities. 
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Q ell, now would you look at D-833. I only want you to look at the next 


document, which will be CB-407. I want you to come as ossible to this 
memorandum about which you talked, 

D-853, if you will look at section 2, this is a report by the Under Secre- 
tary of State of the Foreign Office, dated the 27th of septenber, this after 

15 through these matters which you have just talked about now, the sinking at 
ght of French and British Ships, uncer the assumption that they 
it is said: 

"Ihe Naval Operational Staff indicated anew that the Fuehrer will probably 

order ruthless U-boat warfare in the restrict area in the very near future, 


"у 


‘ine previous anticipation of the Foreign Office remains guaranteed," 
sre you still pressing for an absolutely unrestri 
ritein and around Britain 
as the attitude of enemy forces justified, we were intensi- 
particularly where intensification was perfectly justified, 
later on proved, 
“ould you look at Baron von | eizsasecker!s minute 
ihich will be C3-471. 
you see, this after these measures have been taken which you have just 
Tribunal. Baron von eizaecker reports to the defendant von 
Ribbentro, 


"According to my information, the decision on unrestricted U-boat w arfare 


, Tr amnis. od meh nct с muah á tins А 
а is im | Lus at least as much & olitical decisi Lon as 


I subinitted 
at a 
hand 
41 ч› 


warfare 


essary to ask for certain information 
your memorandum of the 15t! 
GB-2zL. 
irst ot all, may i say something about the previous docunent? през stricted 
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Q You can do it later on, because we have got a lot of ground to cover her 


THE PRESIDENT: Sir David, the Tribunal thinks he ought to be allowed to say 


what he wants to say on that document, 

SIR DAVID .AX. ELL FYFFE: І am sorry, iy Lord, if Your Lordship please, 
Please go on, defendant, my fault, 

A Now the two documents are gone, hat I wanted to sey was that the exprese 
sion "unrestricted submarine warfare" on the part of the Foreign Office origina- 
ted from the previous orld ar, In reality, and during the entire war, we didn't 
wage unrestricted U-boat warfare in the sense of the unrestricted submarine war- 
fare of the first orld ar, 

Here too, where he says unrestricted submarine warfare, we have only ordered 
very restricteo measures, which always were based on the fact that the British ir 
turn had ordered something on their part, mostly this on the part of the British 
was an action of militarizing the entire werchant Navy, That is to say, the 
Merchant wavy was being armed, and they ordered == 
© I don't see how that arises out of the last document at all, Unless 
Tribunal wants to go into it, I think we might pass 

X ELL FYFTl:: Doesn't Your Lordship 
On both documents, not ono docume 
BY SIR DAVID ЦАС SLL FYFFE: 

4 You have put thet point, I should think, at least seven times this afters 
noon, I am going to suggest to you what your real object was of the submarine 
warfare sct out in the first paragraph of the memorandum. ‘ould you just look at 
it? You see "Berlin 15, October += 

A І wanted to go on to Say that there wasn't such unrestricted U-boat war- 
fare but merely an increase of measures which existed, something I have always 
empiasizod, This always happened precisely when the British took some measures, 

Q I suggest that is an entire untruth, and that I will show you out of this 
aocunent, Look at your own document, this memorandum, In the first paragraph; 
"the Fuehrer's proposal for the restoration == 

A I am not telling untruths, I don't do that sort of thing. 

Q Well, that is what iI am suggesting to you, and I will show it out of 
this document, 

"The Fuehrer's proposal for the restoration of a just, honorable peace and 
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the new adjustment of political order in Central Погоре has been turned down, The 
enemy powers want the war, with the aim of destroying Geruany. In this fight, in 
which Germany is now forced to defend her existence and her rights, she must use 
her weapons with the utmost ruthlessness, at the same time fully respecting the 
laws of military ethics," 

Now, let's see what you were suggesting. 

"Germany's principle enemy in this war is Britain. Her most vulnerable spot 
is her maritime trade, The nacal war at sea against Britain must therefore be 
conductud гз an vconomic war, with the aim of destroying Britain's Lighting 
Spirit within the shortest possible time and of forcing her to accept peace," 

Now, miss one paragraph and look at the next: 

"The principal target of the Directorate of Naval strategy is the merchant 
ship" --nov;, let's look--"not only the cnemy's, but in general every merchant 
ship which sails the seas in order to supply the enemy's war industry, both by 
way of imports and exports. Besides this, the enemy warship also remains a 
military target," 

Now, wasn't that the object which you in the Naval Command were putting to 
Hitler and to the Foreign Office, to use the utmost ruthlessness to destroy 
Britain's fighting spirit, and to attack every merchant ship coming in or going 
out of Britain? iasn't that your object? 

A Of course, but attacks on neutrals only inasfer as there were warnings, 
and they were adviscd not to enter certain territories and oreas. 

Q You are not telling the Tribunal that you were Suggesting use of warnings 
Are you seriously suggesting to the Tribunal that what you mant by that paragra- 
ph wes that neutral ships were only to be attacked with warning? 

А Of course, To begin with, we hed warned them when our blockade was estab- 
lished, о warned that that they shouldn't unter this arca because they would 
come under considerable danger, That I «m saying, and I can prove it. 

Q I suggest to you that that is untruc, and I will show it out of the 
document, Now, just turn to page -- 


А On the 24th of November that warning 


Q If you will turn to Section C of the docum.nt, ";ilitary requircments 


the decisive struggle against Great Britain." 


"Our naval strategy will have to com, loy all the military means at our dis- 
-9990- 
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posal as oxpcditiously &s possible, uilitary success can bc most coniiduntly 


expected if we attack British sea coumunications wherever they arc accessible tc 
us with the greatest ruthlessness; the final aim of such attacks is to cut off 


all imports into end exports from Britain, “о should try to consider the inter- 


cst of neutrals insofar as this is possible without detrimont to military requi- 


romonts, It is desirable to base all military measures taken on existing inter- 
* yY C 


national law; however, measures which are considered necessary fron a military 
point of view, provided a decisive success can be expected from them, will have 
to be cerricd out, oven if they are not covered by oxisting international law," 
asn't that the view that you were putting up to the Forcign Office and the 
international law as ng aS you can, but if international law 
vss, throw international law over 
your vicw? 
A По, that is quite wrong. 

ell, then, explain these words о should try 
to consider the interest of neutrals insofar as this is : jsiblo without cetri- 
mont to military requiruncnts, However, measures which are considurcd n.ecssary 


irom a miiitary point of View, provided a decisive success can be expected from 


hem, will have to be cerriod out сусп if they arc not coverod by international 


lhat did you mean by that if you didn't mean to throw international 
Overboard? 

A It says "If the existing ternational law can't be applica," it 
gencrelly known that international law had not yot been coordinated with submarir 
warfare, just as in the usu of aircraft at that time, lt says pricipally that 


1 n 


deföet of enemy resistence must be based on logal considerations, and no logis- 
lation for naval warfarc--during the re wa and continuously, new naval law 
did arise, particularly applying to 
ty Conference d.finud a safety zone 300 miles around 
C tremendous sca area for traffic, 
a battle zone around the British Isles, which 
they themselves made on the Ath of November 1939, that it would be dangerous for 
neutral ships to enter it, It was then prohibited that their own Ships and 


citizens should enter this arca, 
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ile followed that up by answering the neutrals that they too should proceed 
similarly, and then they would be damaged. Then only such neutrals travelled 
to Great Britain which had contraband -board, and made money through that, or 
which wore forced by the British through their: ports of control to center that 
area and nevertheless submit themselves to those dangers, 


Q Now, tell me, what changes had taken place in the development of vither 
, › & р 


airplanvs or submarines from the time that Germany signed tho Submarine Protocol 


of 1936 to the beginning of the war? You say that 
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international low had to adapt itself to changes in weapons of war 
changes had taken ph ce between 1936 and 1°39? 

The following change took place: The U-boat protocol of 1936 was 
Signed by us because we assumed == 

Q That is not an mswer to my question. Vy question is quite clear. 
It is: What changesin weapons of war, cither in the ar of in the submarines, 
had taken рісе betwoon 1936 and 1939? Now, there is a questione You arc a 
naval officer of 50 years expericnce. Tcll me, what wore the changes? 

It turned out that by means of the nirplane thc submarine wnsno 
longer in a position on surface to investigate enemy ships or any other ships, 
particularly near the oncmy coast whore the U-bonts == 

THE PRESIDENT: Dofondart, that is not an answer to thc question. The 
question you wore asced was, whet changes had taken place in the weapons of war 
either airplanes or submarincse 

But Mr, Prcsident, the changes referred to niroraft. he 
possibility of escape dccrensed continuous ly, and their uses were increased 
above the water. ıt led:to tho situation that any examination of merchant 
vessels wasn't possible at sca without aircraft being called to threaten the 
Submarine. That got worse and worsc. Later on rescues had to be limited in 
the presence of enomy aircraft, and the entire submarine warfare was completely 
turned upside down in that manner. 
BY SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFI 

9 Is that tho only change that you enn give in order to justify your 
statement that international law was to be thrown overboard where it didn't fit 
in with military necessities? that the only change, the increase in the 
power of aircraft between 1936 and 1939? 

І have alrendy said once it wasn't throw overboard. It was to be 
limited, and that was dono y others too. 

Well, now, just would you look at the next paragraph. You talked 
about your consideration for neutralse At the top of page 5 in the English text 


it is the paragraph that follows the one that I have just read. You say: 


t " : : А : : ^ : : e 
'In principle, therefore, any means of warfare which is effèctive in breakin; 
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enemy resistance should be used on some legal conception, even if that entails 


the creation of a new code of naval warfare. 

"The Supreme War Council, after considering the political, military and 
economic consequences within the framework of the general conduct of the war, 
will have to decide what measuresof military and legal nature are to be taken. 
Once it has been decided to conduct economic warfare in its most ruthless form, 
in fulfilment of military requircments, this decision is to be adhered to under 
all circumstances, and under no circumstances may such a decision for tho most 
ruthless form of cconomic wrfare, опсо it has been made, be dropped or relensed 
under political pressure from neutral powers; that is what happened in the Worlé 
War to our detriment. Every protest by neutral powers must be turned down. 
Even threats of other countries, including the USS. coming into the war, which 
con be expected with certainty shouldthe war last a long timc, must not lnd to 
a relaxation in the form of cconomic warfare once embarked upone The more 
ruthlessly economic warfare is waged, the carlier willit show results and the 


sooner will the wr come to an end," 
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"ев, 
Q Do you now agree with that suggestion and thot point of view 
expressed in the paragraph which I have just read to you 
It has to be understood completely ciffere ntly from the way 
you are trying topresent it. 


Q Completely different from what =- 


(Interposing) Thi . e pointe We had had the 


War that as son as intensification } 
tho first neutral had raised 
measures, particularly 


^ ^ cry] 
paragraph 


and what I mean 
possiblee That 
and so on anc 
there might be withdrawals, which would 
prestige and effect. 
That is the rcason. 
and in most cases they were 


C-170, Ue Se 136, where the 


have a different explanation 
at the point of doing ite The Red attack 
iclation of international, == + 
there were objecti 
wanted to prevent objections, 
objections were always aiming 
them in such a way that they 
legally justified. 


Q Now, will you tell me, 
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objections if you sugzest in this paragraph to us the most ruthless 


measures and disregard every protest that neutrals mde? How is that 


going to prevent objections? 


these measures were to be taken in such a way that there was 


not any interference. If I told you that this is a dangerous area, which 


they want to enter only because they want to make money or because they 


are being forced by the British, then I need not accept any jrct 


They are acting for egotistical reasons, and they must pay the 


they dice 


Q ‘hat is true. They are to pay the bill if they dice 


was what it came to, was it not? 


І am not going to take you through all your su¢gestic 


They had considerable objection to exposing themselves to that 
that was their business to decicee 


HEPRESIDENT: Sir Davic, we richt break 


ns on thate 


risk. 2m 


و .1-02 
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TH. PRESIDENT: Are you going to be much longer, Sir 


DAVID MAXWELL “YF I thought about a hal? hour, 
my Lord. 
CROSS-ZXANMINATION 
BY SIR DAVID 
9 Defendant, in this document, the Naval Couaná 


Suggests that it calls for a siege of En,;lanc, that is, the sink- 


~ 


ing without warning of all ships that come into a biz area around 
Buglana. 

(The witness mad 

Diun't you hear 

Sorry. Іл this document the Naval Co.imend 
what is called the siege of England, on pages 10 to 13. 


is the sinking of all merchant shipping 
which come into areas around England. 

A No, that is not true. Te Comnander of 
does not suggest that, but di sses і since the blockade 
been discussed and rejected. It discusses also the 

a conclusion why it should not be underta! 
siege until that time had not been accented by internationa 

law but should be introduced; and it draws the conclusion 
these conclusions on the last page before tne last as to what shal’ 
now be considered 
measures which can be justified by the 
are to be taken. And the ontire discussio 
siege was in the foreground always, whether the neutrals wouldn'tto 
© naged much by that And the entire subj 


T3 


based upon o fact that Prime Mi er Chamberlain had already 
said -- 1 e 26th of December that between a blockade on the 
seas and iege the continent there wouldn't be any difference, 
commander of a siege would try to prevent with ail 
of anything into the fortress. 


паз mentioned that Germany was 


situation as ғ ress under siege. 
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Q What I am suggesting is that you come dovn in favor 


siege but you do not want any siege arca declared. Will you 


ә 


paragraph 2 of the conclusions, and then I will leave the 


umont to the Tribunal. That is the poir sugges In para- 


graph 2 of the conclusions you say, "For the future conduct of осо» 
warfare, the basic military requirements дег 

ruthlessne The employment of the sicge b a most 
fied form of oconomic warfare moots this domar ‘Without the 
lic announcement of a 
defined as a concept, a dcol: tion which would have drawba 
militarily and from the poin f view of international law 
evon without tho dcclarati a prohibited топо, it sear 

ssible at tho momont -- as has becn cxplaincd 
memorandum -- to tako military measures to introd 
form of scconomic warfare. And to achiovo 
grcatost possible effective 

the last words 

ing bound down in all cases 

That is your nal conclusion, 
effective a sicge without proclaiming 

A That is not the conclusion. 
we cannot carry out the sicge and that 
of political lead 
the State has never suggeste 
Seen here quite clearly what on 

and thon how tno intensification took place 

Q We must not tako timc arguing about it -- 

But -- 
Lot mo finish. My suggostion 
-- that yoü rejected a formal 
sink Sigh ilthout warning a tral vessels 

which the Highe and may choosc. 

Now, pas to anothor subjoot, 


afraid timo is 
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A That is no sicgo, however, That was an individual 
directive issuod after neutral ships did not hood our warning 
and continued to enter the sca around England in order to support 
England in the economie warfarc which England with her ruthlossnos 
and sovority was conducting against us. 

Q I put it that the documont spoaks for itself, now tha: 
the attention of the Tribunal has beon drawn to it. І vant to сох 
to anothcr point: You have montionea ccrtain mattors, in answer 
to Dr. Horn this morning, with regard to tho treatment of Amcrican 
ships in the summer of 1941. In April, 1941, you 


for Gorman Naval Forces to operate frocly up to thi milos of thc 


Amorican Coast instcad of tho 300-milo safoty limit 


Americans were suggesting, мого you not? "cll, to save 
hand you Document 894, GB-472. That says you couldn't 
touch with the Defendant von Ribbentrop and thorcforc 
Baron von ‘ieizsacckecr to 


got a dccision on those points: 


cerning the German Naval Forces in tho western pert of 
Occan boing allowed to operate frecly 
customary throo-milo boundary; 2, tho cancoliati of 
ential treatment which American mcrehant vesscls have beer 
ing so far in our warfare at зоа." 

I hand you No. 850 -- which is GB-473. 


gestion, which had beon made in April, was turned down 
in Juno, It is from Rittor in the Foroign Office, a mimorondum, 
and it roads: 

"Gonoral Jodl informs mo that at tho recent intorviow 
which Grand Admiral Racdor had with Eitlor, tho more oxtonsivo 
orders issuod to the naval f 9 is they мого discussod in соп» 
nection with tho Raedor interviow, have boen postponed until fur- 
ther notice. 

"Also, permission to attack U. S. merchant vesso 
in tho framework ho prize laws, has not boen granted,” 

Your suggcstion was to abandon the policy then cxis ting 


and attack up to tho throe-mile limit, Now, I want you to come 


to another point -- 
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A No, please may I make a statement concerning that? 
I should like to say something, even if you don't put a question 
to mo, It isn't right. 

At that timc, in March, 1941, and on the lst of April 
and tho following datos іп 1941, a number of intensifications 
took placo on tho part of tho United States, which I mentioned 
this morning, from the docummt which I had bcforo mo. 
it was clcar that I, on bohalf of tho Command of tho 
was supposed to conduct a most offoctivo naval war, ur god 
also with respect to the Unitod States stops should bo takon 
which wore permissible according to intornational law. At loast, 


that onc should start slowly tc 


that onc should no more ro a 500- limit, 


as tho throc-milo limit, whcre according to oxisting intornational 


law it was possible to attack. That is to say, not against inter- 
national law, but it was just discontinuing cortain favorable 


ditions which wo had granted the Unitcd States. 
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There isno dispute between us. I was just establishing that 
ES. 
Well, I want you to come to-- 
I only want to say that just during the proceedings against 
the Grand Admiral Doenitz the Frosecution has demanded of us that we 
should not treat certain neutrals better than others. Te should treat 
them equally; that is to say, we should have to sink them, no matter 
whether we wanted to do so. The second thing, it was a matter of course that 


4 


a justified suggestion on my part had been rejected by the Fuehrer if, 
according to the political situation, l was of the opinion that at that 
time he did no desire y ification towards the United State 
come to quite a different point. Do you say 
not know anything about the extermination of Jews in the 
territories? 

I sey clearly under cath that I Oid-not know the least about 
it, And, may I add for explanation, that Hitler took a man like myself, 
who in his opinion he knew would not have spoken under any circumstances 
about such things, because he had to be afraid that on my part there 
would be serious cbjections. I have explained the other day why I used 
the word "just" in my memorial speech. I was obliged to do зо, But that 
had nothing to do at all with extermination of Jews. about the Jewish 


matter == 


We}} -- 


Excuse me, please, опе moment, about the Jewish matter I 


nly was informed when Jews, who were well known to me usually friend of 
my parents, approached me and told me that they were about to be 
evacuated from Berlin. and then I intervened for them. Оп thos occasions 
I was told, when I asked that they should be evacuated into cities where 
ghettos had been established == A ghetto for me always was a district in 
a city where all the Jews lived together, 
Q Well, you know =~ 


So that they wuld not == 
10001 
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Q І have asked you, did you know or did you not. You could 

answered that yes or not. I want you to answer about a certain — 

A Yes, but abou, this particular point so папу questions have 

asked and every man in my position or in the ideology that we had 

the same, that he doesn't know anything about it. Then, for that 
reason, I should like to explain that one did not hear about these facts 
because individual civilians certainly didn't talk to you about that 
because they were always afraid that they would get into difficulties if 
they talked about these things at 211, The fuchrer did not speak about 
it. With Himmler I had no relations, and with other agents of the Gestapo 
I didn't have any contact either, I didn't know anything about it. 

Q І want you just to tell the Tribunal your chain of command for 
the East Baltic Coast. Is this right that you had the naval chief command, 
and then the Flag Officer Talin anc, uncer him, you had a command at 
Libau; is that right? Was that your chain of command? 

didn't understand that. 
our chain of command for the East Baltic é was the naval 
chief command, Flag Yfficer Talin, and an attachment under him at Libau? 
I assume at depends on the varicus matters. If those were 
matters of operations, then it hac to do with the group commander east 
or north; and as fares matters of organization were concerned, then it 
might have gone about the station chief of the Baltic Sea. 

Q Well, then, at any rate, you had zot in 1941 a naval command 

at Libau; had you not? 


" 


A Yes, of course. 


9 well, just look at document D-8h1, which is a deposition under 


oath by one of the naval employees at Libau. 


My Lord, that will be GB-h7l. 


"Deposition on oath of WALTER KURT DIETVANN." 
And then it says: 
"I was “aval<Administration Inspector and officer in charge 


of the Naval Quartermaster Stores in Libaü in Latvia. 
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"I held this position from the beginning of August 1911 to the 
end of “arch 1912. 

"The Jewish population cf Libau at that time was supposed to 
be about 7,000 people. 

"Up to the end of “arch 1912 many thousands of those had 
already been 'evacuatec! by the Gestapo and the 4atvian police. 

"Evacuated was the local expression for the annihilation of 
these people. 

"All Jews were registered. When a new lot was evacuated 
happened in the following way: 

"The Latvian Police fetched the Jews out of their houses, 
put them on lorries and drove them to the Naval Port bout Six to seven 
kilometres outside the town. Later on thes: people had to mar and were 
not taken any more in lcrries to that place, 

"In the "aval Port these pe ple were then shot with machine- 
guns, This was cone by the Gestapo and the “atvian Police. The police, 


of course, got their orders from the German Gestapo, 


۹8 ! > 1 2 1 
"I personally didn t witness these incidents but comrades told 


me all about them. 
"Some of the Jews before they were shot worked for the Navy. 


"abcut 60,100 people worked in the Quartermaster Stores every 


100,150 people worked in the Town major's Office 
day. 
"About 50 people worked at the local "aval Building Office 
every day. 

"Through these contacts and throuch personal visits of Jewsin 
their houses I heard a lot regarding these terrible happenings in Liba 
curing these months. 

"I personally went to my superior, Festuncs-Intenóant Dr, 
Lancelle, an? before that I als went to another superior, the officer 
in charge of the Hospital Administration Mueller, both were “aval 


Administration Officials, I pointed out to them these already mentioned 


4; 
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awful happenings. The answer I got was that they couldn't do anything 
and that things like that were best overlooked, 

"Тһе as$gistent "aval Administration Officer (Marine Ver- 
altungs-Assistant) Kurt Traunecker accompanied a transport of clothing 
from Kiel to Libau. He stayed a few weeks in Libau and he definitely 
disapproved of the conditions there regarding the annihilation of the Jews, 

"He then went back to Kiel to the Local Quartermaster Stores. 
There again he showed his disapproval of what he had seen and thereupon was 
orcered to apear :at the Naval Administration Headquarters (Marine - 
Intendantur). Whom he saw there, I dosntt know, but it was made clear to 
him that these occurrences were not true, and therefore he should not talk 
about them any more, otherwise he would get into serious trouble. 

"My personal opinion isthat the higher formations of the Navy 
in Kiel and in other places in Germany must have had knowledge of these 
terrible conditicns." 

Are you saying, defendant, that with your naval detachments 
on the East Coast of the Baltic and with these things happening, that 
nobody reported to you that the Jews were being slaughtered by the 
thousands in the Eastern territories; are you saying it? 

А Yes, yes, that І зау, 

А) What was your staff doing, if they were not telling you about 
this? Had you an efficient staff? You said ycu had an efficient staff. 

A That is a question which doesn't belong here. Of course I 
had only efficient officers around me, But here we dealt with things 
which were not done by the navy. It says here that in all places it was 
the poliée and so on. I even was in Libau once and I was told that the 
only thing about that matter that was peculiar was that in Libau, contrary 
to their habits, otherwise, the Jews were craftsmen, an that, therefore, 


they were doing useful wrk there, That was the only thing that I had 


heard about it/ About any extermination of any kind, that I can't say. 


I was there the year after it was occupied. 
Q (ere you there in 1941 or 1912? 


І said just now that I don't know just exactly; 1 have to lock 
10004 





HARI 


H0136-0090 


20 Maye-Ae-FP/-20-5 


it up somewhere, It was the year after 1% was occupied. It didn't say 
here that anything was reported. It is said only that it was Siscussed 

in the Navy-Intendantur, Of course I would have intervenec if I would have 
heard about 1+, 

Q You think you would? Well, I'll leave that. Now, tell me about 
the commander order of the 18th of October, 1942 and you passed it on to 
your various divisions of the Navy; did you not? 

Yes, I passed it on through the Naval Warfare Command, 

Did you approve of it: 

І dic not recommend it, but I passed it cn. І have to make 
a statement if you want to know how I thouzht + out it. 

Q Well, that's not what I!m asking you. I'm asking you -- first 
answer my question == did you approve of an order + shoot commandoes or 
to hand them over to the SD to be shot; did you? 

А I did not recommend the order but, such as I received from the 
Fuehrer, such:s it came into my hands, I passed it cn with the remark as 
to how far it has to be passed on and how it has to be returned; all that 
hec been ordered by Hitler in detail, om me it was only essential that 
in one of the first paragraphs it said the basis on which this order 

and the reasons why Hitler considered deviation from Inter- 
national Law justified. One had to add to that. 

A short time before I had been in Dieppe, France, and there I 

enterprise of the Britis 

and France, the prisoners are sent from the labor service who were working 
along the coasr, had been shackled with a noose around their neck and the 
other end around the leg, sc that when the leg weakened, the noose 
around their neck == 

Q Well, answe Did you approve of the crder or not? You 

haven't answered 

I say again, no. I say I did not ep prove. І did not recommend 
it. I said that twice already. I just passed it cn because it was an 
order from my supericr, and then it had to be added in me of the last 


paragraphs where it said that that order should not be applied in case of 


the treatment of prisoners after naval warfare and after large landing 
10005 
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operations, and there I ordered that we in the navy should stress this 


point because that was our major field of activity. But I say "по" on 


account of that order which you saw some good reasons to object to the 
Fuenrer, And I would like to state that very clearly as a soldier I 

was not in a position to go to my supreme commander and chief of state and 
to tell him,"Show me your evidence for that order"; that would have been 


mutiny and could not have been done under amy circumstances, 


100068 
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Q Now, do you remember that one example which we have discussed 
reat deal in this trial, which you must have listened to, was the case 
of naval men coming in with a two man torpedo, trying to sink the 
"Tirpitz", Do you remember that case? Surely you can answer that Yes 
or No, because either you remember or you co not. 
six times. 
Yes, І remember. If I remember I will say Yes. You con't 
:Ssumo the contrary. 
Do you know that durine the time that you were Inspector 


General, or dmiral Inspector, of the German Navy, that there 1 


۹ 


TASA 


7 K . 1 А аа 4 _ r + ف‎ d à LY... 
Aomnan^o der c шрѓуеграспде, uncer Vice Admiral Helmut Heir, 


which inclucec in its command one-man torpedo 


cs 
2 تال‎ III 


plesive notor beats, nt had personnol, startin 


v 


wis quite opene 
Allies hac shot any 


Y 


that was dealine with ne-m^n 


point it cut to the Tribunal in 
u interruptedme asain should li? o make a second 
said first, econdly hese unit uzht quite openly, 


or instruments for 


just like the fichters in a 


That is exactly the point that I have vut with our om 
not arczuce 
went you.to poirt tc one other point. Was it under your 


‘ers that the log on the"ithenia" was folsified? Vasit by your direct 
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А No, not at alle І have explained the other day herc that my 
order was, first, absolute secrecy upon the order cf the Fuchrers; socorrly, 
politically, it will be dealt with by the ОКМ -- thir’, there was a third 
point; I will find it in а seconde I до not intend to punish the commander 
because he actec in good faith and committe? an error, That is what I 
orcerede I did not order anyt hin: further concerning thate 

Q Do you know uncer wrse orders the log was falsified? I am very 


anxious to know. The log was falsifiede І have asked the defendant 


Doenitze Не can not tellmee Не has jut in an affidavit that the matter 


was to be left to you, and now I am asking you whether you can tellme. 
I think the commander is dead, as far 1s 1 remember, so he nan not tell 
пе, Do you say that you can not tell me uncer whose orders the log of 
the submarine U-30 that sank the "ithenia" was falsified? 

Yes, I say alrexcy І have nothing to co with it, because I 
id» i bether with such cobrilse I cid n t orcér such detailse The 
cther ^ay' hore -- I-den't know whether Admiral warner szid that who cid 
it was mentioned. I assumed that it was within the flctilla. 

Q Tell me just this about the "Athenia". You told us the other 
day that you gave these orders and then washed your hands of the matter. 
Nearly 2 month later -- 

І had nothing further to do with it, nct that I washed my handse 

4 You hac nothing to do with ite Nearly a month later the Propaganc: 
Ministry put out this sugestion, I think you said on Hitler's orders = 
that the "Athenia" had been sunk by Churchill. Did you not feel that it 
was your duty as Grand Admiral and heac of the German Navy to make any 
protests against this disgraceful, lying suggestion that the First Lord 
of the British Admiralty had deliberately sent to their deaths а lot of 
Britis and american subjects? Did you not think it was your duty to 4 
that? 

I spoke to Hitler about it, but it happened withcut anybody having 
any idea about it. I felt terrible about it when the First Lord of the 
admiralty was attacked in that undignified way, but I could not change 
anything. 


Q As I understand it, you сіс mt 
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Yes, I had thoughts about it, and I was very indicnaht about 


Dic you translate your incien-tion into actions? That is what 


ASKING ө 


Into what kind of action? 


any actione 
Hitler shoul! cause Goebbels to deny that article? That 


ot do if he himself had caused the article. 


t to get it clear. icu did nothing when you knew that 
апа von Fritsch, who were old friends and comrades 


sections of these Nazi plotters; you ci^ 


nothings 


ui by 
did nothing to protest acainst the treatment meted out 


or von Fritsch? thine, 
ut the backzrounde 


No, but at that time 
u have said yourself that 


hen І was inforx 


L ter nel 
that time I was 


at allpossible. 


When Dr, Gessler, 


everal months in 


In spite 


camp and іп? 


hen 1 ent to the concentration 


щу request in August, 
at which time I Fuchrcr throucth admiral Wacner that 
in connection 


because he wis certainly innocent 


with the -- 10009 
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My question is, was it then that you took off the Perty Emblem. 
You can answer thate You can give your explanation later. 
Yos. Wait 2 moment. 
Q Put up to then you cid nct make any protest at any of what Hitler 
‘ic, except the purely military one оп the invasion of the Scviet Union? 
I have always made serious objecti ns, anc that I hove proved 
the Lejutant General Schmun tt told тс, "You can be most successe 
ful if you try to influence the Fuchrer personally when you are alone 
wjth him cnc tell him what you think", but this is 


so important that 


Gessler came back from the concentrati n amp and told me 
interrogation, where І had nct had 
t^ intervene, he hid been tortured. That was the first time 
heard th^tanywherc in Germany anybody was torturec. There 
from Gessler -wut that == that I tol^ hin immediately, " I 
tho Fuchrer at once and tell him, because I can not imagine that he knows 
me ас he confirms this in that lettcre= 
the fuehrer now because that would 


. + 


Gcsslor!s, life, І wouls suarantee that nothing 
happen to him and that I would still try to aporoach the Fuchrer. 
During the swoseguent 
as informed in Lpril that he was in Berlin, which was 
' , 


fay after day by calline i 


D e 


tiack, I tricc, 
to approach the Fuehrere That wisn: 
or I received that inf mation, together with my wife I walked to 
wasbehind our house and tore off my Party Emblem anc threw 
akes І tcl? thet to admiral Voss, toa, but I coule mt tell 
the Fuchrer anymore, That can be seen from the letter which Dr. 
wrote, and I wuld have liked to have him as a witness, but his 
health did not permit ite 
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hat was your first protest, 


DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 


TE PRESIDENT: 


BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 


Un tho 18th of May, during the morning 


testified that during your service as 


pplication 


1938 when ycu wore dealing with construction of 


pleased your plans, and tho sccond 


knowledge, permitted his adjutant, who wa 


Wonmeon. 


Isn't that so? 


put in further 


mentioned, Onee was in 1937, and 


uito woll, but those мого two 


I undorsto.d 


КА 


persuaded у to resign. 


x» 
165, 


econd 


AE 34 d$ x 
ana ln uno 


you resigned only 
d; in practice, yes. 


1 1 „ Tm \ T РА ъз ب[‎ 
could not au levy which was olrocdy 


believe I onjoyod ^ certain ecnfidence that 


Q On the mrming of Moy 18, yous 


resignation, that you then that 


wanted to got rid of you. Is that so? 


that momont I had the impross sion, on 


accusation that he made, and vhen he eontrac 


concerning his previous judgments و‎ that 


therefore thet was favorable moment to leave, 


The question of successors was 


Hitler, 10011 


first protest. 


session of tho 


you tried to resign 


time was when Hitler э 


casc, ho did not fulfil у 


in Jonu^ry 1943, 


Then, during ! 


solved by your naming a 
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you, my Lord, 


Those were not my words. 


Is there any other cross examination? 


Tribunal, you 


Comacnder in Chief of the Navy you trice 


was in November 


the Navy 


without your 


officer, to marry 2 certain 


vhich were not 
1935 when I was not focling 
about. 


how such things соло 


that in tho first -f these two cas 


ut remembered it 


isn't 
believed that I 
difficult situation, and I 
bo uscful. 
in regerd to your 
ct that particular moment, 
account of the weight of 


ed himself considcrobly 


nat maybe he wanted to got rid of mo, 


fow people to 
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anong them was tho defendant Doonitz. 
Yes. I montbned his name. I informed tho Fuehrer of that in writing, 
hot in case he wanted to emphasize submarine warfare admire 
Deenitz was the highest authority in that ficld, 
ind doesn't it воот to you, after your answers to пу questions, that t 
T 


answer which you gave to the attorney Lotornser on tho 18th of May when yeu 


v لل‎ ~ 


he 


tioned the absolute impossibility of iming om the General Stoff, was not 


possible to rosign, wasn't it? 


of course, there were two prerequisitcs. 


Hiticr himself did по ike mo any more, but I found cut about that ond therefore 


it was not insubordination. I just quit 


Secondly, I wanted it possible, ^s І p out in that conversation, for 
the change to teke place under peaceful conditions so that tho Nevy would not 
suffer fron it. If І had quit with a conflict, then that wu 
bad consequences for the Navy, because a cartain ism would have been ccusod 

and Hitler, ond I had te try t» preserv і particularly 
mont during the war, 
like you to understand my question correctly. 
you about і prerequisites which mis vo been required for granting a 
application resignatic om asking jou a question in principle: 

Was it possible or was it impossible to resign? You resigned, after al, 
You resigned from your post a omannder in Chi 

but І had been in the sorv« 
"If that is the woy you judge 
continuing to work with 
which made it permissible for me to ask him to have me release But what one 
could not do was his face and give the impression of being 
insub noi h ad be avoided, ond I was too much of a soldier to do 


anything Like that, 


I have already heard whet I wonted to near from you in reply to my 


n to the next question. You maintain that all tho time 


you were striving towards normalizing relations with the Sovict Union 


о 


anak? to 
ггосёї 10012 
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‚, 


А Itm sorry; I can't undorstond, 


Q You maintain thet all the time duringyour service you мего striving to 


have the xiations between Germany ond the Soviet Union be quite normal, isn't th 
so? 

I was always in favor of the Bismarck policy, that we should have 
common policy with Russia. 

Q If I understood your testimony correctly the day befcre yesterday 
Friday, in 1939 you already had knowledge of the fact thet Hitler intended 
attack tho Soviet Union, 

А Ти Septomber -- and at that time for thc first time -- I head certain 
statements from Hitler himself thet he was thinking of a wor with 


з. 


certain circumstoneos, ond thon in the cirective he mentioned опо of these 
preroquisites, one of these circumstances, He did not say to mo that under all 
circumstances he wanted to wage wor, but thet 
Paragraph 1, ond before the crushing of Englond we night have to fight against 
Russia. And from Septomber on I began to make sug 
О isn't there a casc of an incident when у 
explanations which had beon given by officicl governmental orgons or 
relative to the causesfor an attack on the Sovict Union procuced on you the 
impression of being propaganda, ond in fact they wore quite repulsive in their 
effect? 
А Тһе propaganda made by Hitler made ап impression? I didn't quite get 
It seoms to me that you once, in written form, expressed such an idea, 
d the Foreign Ministry oxploinod to the German people the reasons 
for attacking the Soviot Union in such a way thet it impressed you as being 
propaganda, and the total effect was revolting or repulsive. Don't you remember 
it? 

Do you mean the publications which appeared when the war started, ond 
the broadcasts, the things emanating from the Foreign Office? Yes, that wa 
propaganda, It was used in order to make the German people understand the stek 
of thet wor. 

Q I would like you to take a vt one document, This is a document 
written by you, ond I would like you to toll us whether in tiis document is 


writton exactly the subject matter of my question, what I was asking you about, 
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propagandistic and politic^l publications issued at the boginiing 


ar br the Foreign Office ond tho High Command of tho Armed Forces, which 
breach of the pact on the basis o of the Sovict 
Union, were rocoivod by the poople as woll as by the armed forces with very little 
belicf, becouse they showed so clearly thet they were propaganda for a certain 


purpose and were repulsive," 


I noteim that time Hitler himsoli had drafted these documents, together witi 


In connection with this questi.n, I have another question 
to understand you inthis way, that your divergence of opinio 
rog^rd to y. mc in particular 
question of aggressive wa A „oss strongly defined than your difforonco of 
opinion about th üvrriogo of a cortoin nav 
were in entirely cifforont fields. 
tical decision mained with tho Fuchrer. 


T S 
A CLG 


case lopocntb. 2 ID, y n and signed that which I had 


that whicn I was entitled to sign. 


IVI 


НО 136-0099 





FARA 


H0136-0100 


П 


not a question of morals. Doesn't 


it scom yo on unprovoked attack on a country with which Go many 


иә 


question is always 


But in spitc of that, as 
sition to threaten 


at momont, 


questions put you by your dofonsc 


counscl here 


waich was delivorod by you 


Gocumo 


ESCravcec 


"Oo" 


ly Spoald n 





INU (Ш\ 


НО 136-0101 


le to finish in с. very few moments 
now five minutes 


NEL POKRO'SKY: scons to mo, My Lord, that only nbout to 


bo sufficiont for moe I have only about threoor four 


PRESIDEN’ 
not 
made you dolivor tho spocch, 


"dnd 
wh at 


questione 


“teff, Admiral Fricke == 


rickor! 
Acmiral Fricke 


Jo you know 


: 1 dc Je xd м 4 á 
it but that wasn't neces 


"з “+ m A ^ - 
course of tho war 
^c 1 
bo sparod bo 


SCS which had 


"n4 S 
disaussed 


›1ап of the Liane of sburg with tl 

i 1 no c burg v thoso words, 
$4 ]- 7^ кет EN 

in the uocument e 


4 


no orders for thate Jc wore 


ne 
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which I mentioncd, that tho shipy 


sparode 


а position to do that because tho shclling or bombing by 


not bo directed quite so ргосіѕо1у, us 


inform Admiral Karls that Loningrad, in ci hould bo 


b са a base, and Genoral Admiral Karls thereupon had 


G used as 
the proparations which had already started by ge 
and probably also machinery which was intonded 
The N had to know that and, 
Quartermaster (??) Dep 
was why Admirol Fricke 

emont so fa 


tho shollin 


ل 


| 


H0136-0102 


The Fuchrer had informed Fricke that unfortunatoly 


irplanos couli 
was that ho shoul 
taken, could not 
to withdraw 
workers ready, 


grad late 


us, because we 


аах 
горсатса 


Б А 
\ ‚ 5р nsi bi vu" 4115 50 on ^ n3 тү ту ل‎ 
ho rospo? ility in th 1 h U Approved it, 


by doing 
ka dot -- 14 + ә 4 
Popoac the wording of the 


nothing to do with 


an S = "bs ud = = 3 
clunsily, that oxpression 


had 


1 


and unfortunat: 


бод, I asked 


Operations, published 


10t beon presented to m 
to be very important, 
rtont, 
Supposed to bo dono had to 
eonsoquonco, So about that document passed 


ne A nor T т^ 1 
hg happened, It was olutoly suporrzluous, 


е, 


pecause that 


You aro t dking here now ] 
o t dking ^n about the destruction of 


+} ; T V 
tho coviot $j а v n s ds a = asm . 1 . 5 
© u ero talking in this document 


maintain now t] 
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you v 


r^: 


ү үт + 
YUL 


H0136-0103 


Mp. 
T POR 
anything 


ал 
vitu 


ater found naval base 


%ъ ы e V cu. 


nos for that purnosce 


shelling of Potorsburr, 


bunal will be 





ШШ 


H0 136-0 104 


рү n^ “Ат “TID AT 
P» COLC IN GL POKRO VSKY: 


- E е DE i ^ 
Q "Unimaginable vanity and immeasurable ambition wor» his na 


lizritios: running - | 1 | 
Ай ма Мн Кет] ly ng 1 A pulariby and shown y 
3 ning after popularity an owing off, untru hfulnass, 


MEL PE acd T 
cability, and s 3 which irere 


wastofulnass 


ection that 


it fill: 





HEEL 


20) laymAaNG=2);-2 H0136-0105 


Will you confirm that? 
Shall I d» about it? 
asking you with rogard to ovorything 
and what you saw just now in this paragraph. I would 
fron you. 
Do you acknowledge all this? 


DR, SITLERS: Mr rosidont, I quito acreo with tho suggestion by tho Tri- 


bunal, but I should like to ask only that ths ontire iocuront bo subriitted. 


have only short excerpts before тїз 
cntiro docuriont. I assuno that Coi:nol Pokrovsky agrea 
THE PRESIDENT: Cortainly, ono part 


4 


evidence, you can rofor to thr ronaincor 


I tried to understand t! 
our collapso. 
BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 
Q ‘irs І ask you to 
Yes. On the whol-, I cortainly ag 


should like tə add that I wrote those things 


tion: 


tha transcript; that 
Ficld narshal Keitel. I would indicate to Ficld i 
enphasize that I intended t express 
rer mado it p.ssiblo for hin to got 
anybody 5150 had been in that positi 
a conflict with tho Fuchror, than 
not have been possible, 
That is th^ reason and th- explanation of what I wanted to express by that 
statonont. 


POKROVSKY: | Soviet osecution S no further questi 


ask tho defendante 





H0136-0106 


document beforn vou? I 


S that in your handwriting? 


typewritten. But it is sicnod 


c-oxonino boyond putting 


к, s 


ition 


›п nado by Sir Davi 


Te 
ask I 
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